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Socialism Explained 

by Charles Scaliger — Socialism means different things to different 
people — from Medicare for All to complete government control of 
society — so we explain what it is, as well as misconceptions about it. 


Going With “Fair” Healthcare 
by Dennis Bebreandt — Socialized medicine is often touted as our 
country’s healthcare solution. But it results in market distortions. 


GettylmagesPlus 


The Failure of the Command Economy 

by Dennis Bebreandt — Socialist systems inevitably result in 
three things: shortages and restrictions on products and services, 
the reduction or removal of free speech and other freedoms, and 
government surveillance of the populace. 


Saving America With Socialism? 

by Kurt Williamsen & Steve Byas — “Progressives” claim that 
the best proof that socialism would work in this country is that 
socialism is already working here. 
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Socialist Realities 

by Charles Scaliger — The flaws of socialism are somewhat hidden 
in countries that enacted socialism after they were wealthy, but in 
countries that instituted it when they were poor, the trends are clear. 


Do It Like Denmark? 
by Edward J. Meninger — The Scandinavian countries are held out 


as the models of socialist success, but as the old saying goes, “Be 
careful about what you wish for. You just might get it.” 


HISTORY — PAST AND PERSPECTIVE 
The Deadly History of Socialism 


by Dennis Bebreandt — Socialism has been tried all over the 
world, with disastrous results. 
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For Your Benefit — or Theirs? 
by William F. Jasper — Socialism’s dirty secret: It’s not a share-the- 
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wealth scheme, and it’s not enacted for your benefit. 5 
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It’s Freeeee! 


The promises of socialism certainly sound 
appealing. After all, given a choice be- 
tween getting something for nothing or 
having to pay for it, who could possibly 
be against getting it for free — particularly 
if we need it and would not be able to af- 
ford it otherwise? 

Consider the high cost of getting a col- 
lege education in America today. Many 
cannot afford the cost, and many have ac- 
cumulated huge amounts of student debt 
to pay for tuition, room and board, etc. Yet 
the nation’s public schools provide a free 
education for kindergartners through 12th 
graders. If public-school education can be 
free, why can’t college education also be 
free? And how about making vocational 
schools free as well for those who want to 
learn a trade? By making education free, 
would we not be investing in America’s 
future? 

Then there’s the spiraling cost of health- 
care. Without insurance, being seriously in- 
jured in an automobile accident could result 
in insurmountable medical bills. Shouldn’t 
the medical care be free for those who can- 
not afford to pay for it? 

But why stop there? The dwellings we 
live in, the energy we consume, and the 
food we eat all cost money. Couldn’t these 
human needs also be made free, at least for 
those in need? 

In truth, nothing is free. If it were other- 
wise, government could print and then eq- 
uitably distribute virtually unlimited sums 
of money, making each and every one of 
us rich — or super-rich. In an Alice-in- 
Wonderland world, perhaps. But not in the 
real world. 

In the real world, the only way a social- 
ist government can provide “free” goods 
and services to some is to take from others. 
Government can redistribute the wealth, 
but government cannot create wealth out 
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of nothing. Yes, government can print more 
money. But the more money it prints, the 
less the money will buy, in much the same 
way that handing out “‘free” money to play- 
ers ina Monopoly game will cause the bids 
for properties to go up. 

Socialists say that we can get a free col- 
lege education, Medicare for All, etc., by 
taxing the rich. Karl Marx put it this way in 
an oft-quoted maxim: “From each accord- 
ing to his abilities, to each according to his 
needs.” 

Socialists say that this is only fair. But 
is it really? Is it fair for one person to steal 
money from another so long as the victim is 
rich and the robber gives all or some of his 
money to the poor? And is it different if the 
government does it? This question of fair- 
ness is examined in detail in the cover story 
in this special report on socialism. 

Another promise of socialism is that it 
works — that it is a boon for humankind. 
Yet both reason and history inform us oth- 
erwise, as we show in other articles in this 
special report. 

One of the reasons for the failures of so- 
cialism documented in these pages is that 
it destroys the incentive to produce wealth. 
Another reason is that government cannot 
redistribute the nation’s wealth, reallocate 
its resources, and run its economy without 
acquiring massive power, and this power 
can have a very corrupting influence on 
those entrusted to administer it. 

But there is another reason, too, that 
must not be overlooked: Despite the good 
intentions of many socialists who really 
want to benefit humankind, there are oth- 
ers who recognize that they can amass po- 
litical and economic power by promising 
to use the power of government to give 
the people what they want — and then 
delivering tyranny instead. Such was the 
case with Hitler, the leader of Germany’s 
National Socialists (Nazis), who came to 
power democratically. 

Socialism is a big subject, and most of 
what is said about it these days is favorable. 
For these reasons, we have devoted this 
entire issue of TNA to the subject. Memes 
may capture attention, but the subject is 
also deserving of thoughtful analysis. We 
therefore ask that you, the reader, carefully 
consider the case against socialism — a 
case that you may never have been exposed 
to previously. 

— GARY BENOIT 


SOCIALISM 


by Charles Scaliger 


et’s begin by illustrating a point 

using a short story: During the 

long-ago days of the British Empire 
in India, British authorities became con- 
cerned over the large numbers of venom- 
ous cobras infesting the city of Delhi. Be- 
cause Hindus both fear and revere cobras, 
many Indians are reluctant to kill them. 
The British colonial government decided 
to create a strong incentive for the locals 
to get rid of cobras. They began offering 
sizable bounties for dead snakes, and be- 
fore long, the authorities were deluged 
with cobra carcasses. Strangely, while the 
government doled out a fortune in boun- 
ties, the local cobra population showed 
no signs of decreasing. Eventually, the 
authorities discovered why this was the 
case. Spurred on by the opportunity to 
make money, the locals had taken to rais- 
ing large numbers of cobras in captiv- 
ity, in order to kill them and collect the 
bounty. Dismayed, the British government 
retracted the cobra bounty — whereupon 
large numbers of captive cobras were re- 
leased since they were no longer of any 
economic value. Delhi ended up with a 
larger cobra population than ever. 

While it is unclear how accurate this 
story might be, the “cobra effect” is a 
well-known consequence of misplaced 
good intentions. It is what usually hap- 
pens when government engages in what 
is called “social engineering”: Good in- 
tentions lead to bad results. And nowhere 
is it more widespread than in the type of 
government called “socialism.” 

What is socialism? To increasing num- 
bers of young Americans, “socialism” has 
come to mean a society where everything 
is made fair by the government, and all 
human needs are provided to the poor, the 
ill, the unemployed, and anyone else liv- 
ing in difficult circumstances. “Socialism” 
conjures up images of a modern utopia, a 
world where inequality, discrimination, 
and poverty are things of the past, and 
where finely tuned government will use 
its powers exclusively to promote well- 
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being and cure longstanding social ills. 
In particular, socialism is often offered as 
a solution by those wanting government 
to provide housing, food, employment, 
medical care, and education, as well as to 
tightly manage market activity via envi- 
ronmental, financial, labor, and price con- 
trols and regulations. 

Most modern governments, from Can- 
ada to the European Union to Latin Amer- 
ica to East Asia, already do all of these 
things, and so it is not a stretch to say that 
most modern governments are socialist, at 
least to some extent. There are different 
flavors of socialism, to be sure; commu- 
nism, Marxism, and progressivism are all 
socialist movements, which is why “com- 


munist” regimes such as the former Soviet 
Union (the USSR, or Union of Soviet So- 
cialist Republics) always describe them- 
selves as socialist. But all of them share 
one cardinal feature: the belief that the role 
of government is to plan, manage, control, 
and regulate all aspects of human activity, 
since personal liberty cannot be trusted to 
promote social order and equality. This, 
the central thesis of modern socialism, has 
come to replace in many people’s minds 
the belief in the power and superiority of 
liberty that most Americans used to em- 
brace. Put otherwise: If you believe that 
individual liberty is a nice idea in theory 
but won’t work in practice, you’re sympa- 
thetic to socialism. 


» a 


Incentivizing wealth and poverty: All economic systems provide incentives to citizens to either 
create wealth or consume it. While most of the gadgets and services we take for granted each 
day are the result of capitalistic incentives to gain wealth (businessmen looking to make a profit), 
socialism discourages production of goods by confiscating wealth. 
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Fairly obvious: Socialism is sold via the idea of 


“fairness” — spreading wealth and services equally. But 
since in getting rich the wealthy usually also increase 
the wealth of society and of those they hire — and all 

of society would be poorer without them — we must 
answer the question, “Is it bad for a society’s poor 
members to live like poor kings just because there are 
much wealthier kings?” 
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Socialism is usually sold in the name of 
fairness and equality. Old-fashioned indi- 
vidual rights and free markets inevitably 
lead to inequalities and discrimination, 
argue socialist sympathizers. This is why 
the chaos of liberty needs to be replaced 
with cadres of government experts em- 
powered to guarantee fairness and equal- 
ity, by planning economic production, 
regulating finance, redistributing wealth, 
and engaging in every imaginable type of 
social engineering. 

But before looking at whether these 
socialist goals are achievable or even de- 
sirable, let’s consider a few hypothetical 
scenarios typical of modern socialism 
— including socialism right here in the 
United States. Ask yourself whether the 
following situations could truly be con- 
sidered “fair”: 

¢ You’re in a difficult college chemis- 
try class where, because the students are 
enthusiastic about socialism, the professor 
has told students he will give them all the 
exact same grade in the class, in the name 
of equality, if more than half of them want 
that plan — an average of all their grades. 
You’re trying to get into medical school 
and need straight A’s to have a realistic 
chance of acceptance, but your classmates 
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voted for the plan, nearly ensuring you’ll 
get less than an A because many students 
will surely slack off on studying, counting 
on a few hard workers to keep grades up. 
That’s socialism — is it fair? 

¢ Your parents started their own busi- 
ness in their 30s, risking their life savings 
and ownership of their house to open a 
restaurant. After working 80-hour weeks 
for 20 years, taking only two vacations in 
that entire time, they have saved enough to 
have a good retirement ($20 million). Your 
parents will not give you money for col- 
lege because they believe if you have to use 
your own money for school, you’!l work 
harder, so you will have to borrow $80,000 
to go to your state university for four years 
— because the college has documented 
that your parents have enough money to 
pay tuition bills. You will be paying back 
your loans with interest for the next 15 to 
20 years, while a student whose family 
recently moved here from Poland will get 
free tuition from the same college because 
his parents make less than $50,000 a year. 
That’s socialism — is it fair? 

¢ You’re in your thirties and have held 
some type of job since you were 12. You 
didn’t go to college because school didn’t 
interest you and it was very expensive, but 


you managed to create a successful land- 
scaping business through working long 
hours, saving to buy the equipment neces- 
sary to open the entity, and building a repu- 
tation as an honest businessman. Now, you 
are not only taxed at an exorbitant rate to 
pay for other people to go to college, but 
you’re losing some of your biggest accounts 
because companies get tax breaks for hiring 
minority-headed contracting businesses and 
you’re white. That’s socialism — is it fair? 

¢ You’re in your early 70s and are retired. 
While you didn’t plan on having a luxuri- 
ous retirement, you did plan on a comfort- 
able one, since you have put money from 
your manufacturing job into a retirement 
account since your early twenties, and your 
stock portfolio has grown. With your Social 
Security payments and investment income 
combined, you planned to live on a lake in 
the woods and fish regularly, having the 
grandchildren visit often. But things haven’t 
gone as planned: Government Social Secu- 
rity payments not only have not kept up with 
inflation, but property taxes on your retire- 
ment cottage have skyrocketed, so you can’t 
afford to live on the lake anymore. Not only 
that, you notice that taxes on gas, capital 
gains from your prudent investments, and 
many other inescapable budget items have 
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all crept upward over the years, while the 
interest rates and real value of your bank- 
based savings have fallen. In fact, inflation 
and ever-higher taxes are making it hard to 
pay the bills even in a cheap house in a low- 
income neighborhood. Retirement on the 
lakeshore has now become an impossible 
dream, and all because of socialist-inspired 
government spending — is that fair? 

Experiences like these will be familiar 
to countless millions of people living under 
socialism all over the world. As socialism 
sets in (and the process often takes several 
generations), people see their standards of 
living erode and, eventually, the entire fabric 
of society that was once familiar remade into 
something both economically and culturally 
alien. In fact, culture is the key. 


Societal Socialism 

In the end, socialism isn’t mainly about 
economics; it’s about cultural change. So- 
cialism is first and foremost (as the word 
implies) a social movement, not an eco- 
nomic one. The primary objective of so- 
cialism is to destroy the social and moral 
fabric of society, using economic control 
as a major tool. 

Modern socialism began as a rejection 
of Western Christian civilization and the 
moral and political values it produced. 
From its early beginnings — in revolution- 
ary France in the late 18th century and in 
the eccentric socialist communes of Britain 
and America in the early 19th century — 
socialist utopias always were based on the 
eradication of traditional family ties and 
religious beliefs. Sexual “liberation,” in- 
cluding communal marriages, and the sub- 
stitution of pagan and even atheist beliefs 
for Christian doctrine, were necessary pre- 
conditions for a social order that required 
renouncing individuality, private property, 
and allegiances to family and church. 

So-called sexual liberation, as well as 
freedom from economic want, have head- 
lined socialist sales pitches: In return for 
allowing a governing entity to take one’s 
freedom of choice in many areas, includ- 
ing what to believe, how to use one’s time, 
or how to spend one’s earned wealth, 
physical pleasures and safety nets have 
been offered in return. 

Socialists needed to sell something 
worth having, since there’s no escaping a 
simple rule that should be obvious to any- 
one: More laws equals less freedom. 
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And since the Christian religion preaches 
reliance on God, not man, and is against the 
idea of “redistribution of wealth” — tak- 
ing by force from one to give to another 
— deeming it theft, socialism has always 
worked to undermine Christianity to 
achieve its goals. By the mid-19th century, 
the dominant form of socialism was com- 
munism. Karl Marx’s Communist Manifes- 
to expended a lot of ink on the need to erad- 
icate religion and family ties, by any means 
necessary. And communism’s well-known 
hostility to God and family is shared by all 
other forms of socialism, although behind a 
kinder, gentler mask of “tolerance.” 

Hence the accusations against Chris- 
tians, by those who call themselves “liber- 
als” and “progressives” (modern terms for 
socialists and socialist sympathizers), for 
being “racist,” “sexist,” “homophobic,” 
“oppressive,” etc. — though Christianity 
advocates loving the sinner, just not the 
sin, and a couple dozen Christian rules for 
living pale in comparison — oppression- 
wise — to the volumes of rules that ac- 
company socialist laws. 

Of course, attacks on Christians are 
justified as being anti-discriminatory, but 
that provides only a thin veneer of justi- 
fication over the top of glaring injustice. 
All people and businesses discriminate, 
but usually only Christians in liberal 
society suffer for being discriminatory. 
Examples of allowed discrimination are 
many: Secular humanist stores don’t sell 
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Bibles (religious discrimination); homo- 
sexual dating and travel sites don’t cater to 
heterosexuals (sex discrimination); some 
dating sites and college scholarships are 
black-only (race discrimination); most hat 
stores don’t sell Jewish yarmulkes (reli- 
gious discrimination); women’s clothing 
stores usually carry limited sizes (weight 
discrimination); luxury car dealers and 
hotels don’t provide discounts to the poor 
(poverty discrimination); many fitness 
clubs and doctors cater to women only 
(sex discrimination); department stores 
often sell underwear but don’t sell sheer 
lingerie (lifestyle discrimination); etc. 

Christian religion is tolerated by socialists 
only to the extent that religious groups will 
bend their beliefs to accommodate socialist 
ideology; hence, the “official” churches in 
China and the USSR, and the exclusion of 
other belief systems. Socialism, by its very 
nature, is intolerant and hateful. 

Similarly, liberals dub Christianity “in- 
tolerant,” “patriarchal,” and the like, and 
Western culture “Eurocentric,” “imperial- 
ist,” and so on, though socialism when en- 
acted will command, and even eliminate, 
the most mundane of individual behaviors. 

To undo traditional culture, socialist talk- 
ing points commonly demean and belittle 


Form-fitting discrimination: Christians are 
often punished with huge fines and the loss of 
their businesses for practicing Christianity, to 
change the culture to accommodate socialism. 
However, all other businesses such as 
women’s-only clubs regularly discriminate. 
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the status quo. According to the reason- 
ing of socialist radicals, America, the 
most diverse and inclusive society the 
world has ever seen, is somehow bigot- 
ed, racist, and intolerant above all else. 
The country that invented modern lib- 
erty and limited republican government 
is amodel of oppression. And the coun- 
try that has done more than any other to 
advance human learning via the world’s 
greatest universities and scholarly com- 
munity is somehow guilty of systemic 
ignorance and Eurocentrism. 

It is no accident that, in countries 
where socialism has triumphed over 
all its rivals, the government moves 
to destroy every pillar of culture, 
especially religion and family, and 
transforms itself into the ultimate 
authority on values. During China’s 
horrific “cultural revolution,” the 
communist government set out to de- 
stroy Chinese traditional culture root 
and branch. Families were brutally 
torn apart and children re-educated. 
Traditional values — in China em- 
bodied by the precepts of Buddhism, 
Taoism, and the philosophy of Con- 
fucius — were all attacked and re- 
placed by the Communist Party as 
the only legitimate source of moral 
standards. This policy continues to 
this day; little of Chinese tradition- 
al culture is taught in government 
schools. While some semblance of 
normal family values has returned 
to China, the government still dic- 
tates how many children parents can 
have. The communists also act as the 
national guardians of virtue, being 
engaged in nonstop anti-corruption 
campaigns to stamp out drugs, pros- 
titution, bribery, and other social 
ills — mostly by tightly controlling 
the Internet and other forms of free 
speech and association. Such have 
been the far-ranging consequences 
of the socialist cultural makeover of 
China. 

That same overall goal is being 
sought in Europe, as EU countries 
are being flooded with Third World 
immigrants, while citizens in those 
countries are being arrested if they 
disagree with the massive cultural 
changes taking place — same result 
as China, though with less violence. 
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The U.S. government and healthcare costs: From causing high prices through limiting the 
number of medical specialists who can work in an area, to helping limit the number of doctors 
who are practicing, to causing drug prices to go up through allowing abuses of the patent system, 
government is behind most of the inordinately high prices we see in medicine. 


MISCONCEPTIONS 
OF SOCIALISM 


Despite the cultural realignment that is the 
main thrust of socialism, it is widely per- 
ceived by those sold on socialism as being 
nothing more than a better economic al- 
ternative to free market capitalism, though 
the belief that socialism can and will make 
everyone well-off is an illusion. It is worth 
taking a look at a few of the many widely 
believed economic misconceptions used 
to promote socialism. 


MISCONCEPTION #1: 


Socialism will ensure that all Ameri- 
cans have access to high-quality, 
low-cost, timely healthcare. 
Socialized medicine has been one of the 
top selling points for socialism for a long 
time, and countries such as Canada and 
Great Britain are celebrated by leftists 
everywhere for their allegedly success- 
ful socialized healthcare systems, though 
the efficiency and effectiveness of those 
systems are way oversold, and they often 
actually provide substandard care as com- 
pared to medical care in America. (See 
article on page 17.) 


Over time, the United States has created 
a partially socialized healthcare system, 
beginning with Lyndon Johnson’s creation 
of Medicare and Medicaid, and continu- 
ing with countless other government con- 
trols over healthcare, including President 
Obama’s Affordable Care Act — a hodge- 
podge of public and private interests that 
nobody really understands, and that, most 
everyone agrees, is broken beyond repair. 

Running contrary to the promises of 
socialism, each time the government has 
gotten involved in the healthcare system, it 
has caused unintended consequences and 
distortions — much like our example of 
the Indian cobras — causing more harm 
than good. Not only is the U.S. govern- 
ment responsible for health insurance 
being issued through one’s job — because 
of price controls the U.S. government in- 
troduced in WWII — making medical care 
less accessible to some than others, nearly 
every action of government has led to bad 
results, especially making healthcare more 
expensive or less accessible. Here are a 
few, of numerous, examples: 

* Government limits the number of doc- 
tors available to practice — at the behest of 
doctors, because doctors want to get paid a 
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Over time, the United States has created a partially socialized healthcare system, 
beginning with Lyndon Johnson's creation of Medicare and Medicaid, and continuing 
with countless other government controls over healthcare, including President Obama's 
Affordable Care Act. 


lot — by limiting residency slots available, 
by making it difficult for foreign doctors 
to be admitted to practice here, by limiting 
how many doctors may practice a certain 
specialty in a given locale, and more. 

* Government causes high drug prices 
by renewing and extending patents on 
drugs when small, unimportant drug-for- 
mulation changes are made by pharma- 
ceutical companies. And government also 
raises drug costs by allowing drug mar- 
keting companies to demand kickbacks 
from pharmaceutical companies to sell 
their products under exclusive contracts, 
as explained at nomiddlemen.org, causing 
some drug prices to rise in excess of 400 
percent (raising drug costs in the United 
States by hundreds of billions of dollars 
per year) and causing some drugs to be 
unavailable altogether. (This is legalized 
racketeering, thanks to Congress.) 

* Government boosted healthcare costs 
to those with private insurance or no insur- 
ance by underpaying for Medicaid patients, 
causing medical providers to make up their 
losses elsewhere. Underpaying for Medic- 
aid services also made it difficult for Med- 
icaid patients to find a doctor willing to treat 
them, leading to worse care and shorter lives 
for Medicaid patients with heart conditions 
and head, neck, breast, and colon cancers. 

¢ Government boosted the opioid over- 
dose epidemic by providing opioids such 
as oxycodone to Medicaid patients for 
free or nearly free, a drug program that the 


Promising low costs: Not surprisingly, 
government projections of costs for 
government programs such as Medicaid, 
Medicare, Social Security, and ObamaCare 
have always been vastly understated and 
the benefits always overstated. (President 
Obama and other Democrats repeatedly 
claimed before ObamaCare was implemented 
that family premiums would drop by $2,500 
per year. Instead, costs ballooned, with even 
premiums for those receiving ObamaCare 
subsidies rising 23 percent in the first year.) 
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Medicaid patients saw as an opportunity 
to make easy money by selling the drugs 
on the streets, or as a cheap way to get an 
opioid “fix,” according to the U.S. Senate. 
(Question: Since government officials 
must either have been ignorant or corrupt to 
allow the aforementioned things to occur, 
what are the chances they will run an ef- 
ficient and equitable healthcare system?) 
Analysis tells us that it’s simply untrue 
that government provision of medical care 
will mean more and better care, as should 
be obvious to anyone who thinks about it. 
Because of the incentive structure associ- 
ated with socialism, government-run enti- 
ties are always much more expensive and 
much less efficient than their counterparts 
in the private sector. This is obviously true 
with, for example, government-run post 
offices versus private shipping firms such 
as FedEx, or with government-run versus 
private airlines, buses, and other modes 
of transportation. (Consider whether Uber 
and Lyft are better than government-sanc- 
tioned cab-company monopolies.) While 
there are some tasks that government is 
arguably required to perform — military 


spending, road and bridge construction, for 
example — all such government projects 
always end up with delays and cost over- 
runs. This is because, where government is 
concemed, delays and excessive spending 
are incentivized. Politicians derive power 
from bloated budgets and big projects, and 
the more money and time spent, the greater 
the political leverage. The more people and 
bureaucrats involved, the more likely that a 
budget item will survive, since large, over- 
funded projects appear to create lots of jobs 
and are politically difficult to defund. 

This is why government healthcare is al- 
ways massively inefficient and poor qual- 
ity. It may not be paid for out of pocket at 
the inpatient reception desk, but it will be 
paid for — with interest — via massive tax- 
ation. As for the quality of government-run 
healthcare, the exodus of well-heeled Cana- 
dians (including, not long ago, the premier 
of a Canadian province) to American hos- 
pitals for major medical procedures such as 
heart surgery speaks for itself. 

Before socialization overwhelmed 
American medicine, healthcare was 
cheap and convenient. Socialized medi- 
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cine removes the element of choice (an- 
other word for freedom), and instead of a 
menu of different care options and a wide 
range of possible healthcare providers, it 
provides one or a very limited range of op- 
tions dictated by the government, not the 
consumer, to save money. For instance, 
when drugs cost a lot, Britain’s National 
Health Service simply refuses to allow 
them to be used. And we get a system that 
incentivizes patients to overuse their “un- 
limited” healthcare benefits, incentivizes 
doctors to recommend treatments that pay 
the most, and incentivizes government to 
ration care to lower costs. Hardly a win- 
win-win situation. 


This misconception involves several cons. 
Foremost is the redistribution con. Before 
wealth can be redistributed, it must first 
be taken from someone. And where will 
we find the angelic beings who are to be 
trusted to wisely and fairly redistribute the 
wealth once it’s gathered? Experience tells 
us we won’t find them. We always end up 
with political elites living in splendor, 
while everyone else is mired in squalor 
and deprivation. Even as China and Rus- 
sia have allowed some capitalism — be- 
cause socialism had impoverished their 
countries — the great majority of the new 
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wealth is concentrated in the hands of the 
“former communists.” 

As the government consumes and con- 
trols more and more of the wealth of a 
given country, those in the government and 
connected to it benefit disproportionately, 
and it becomes ever more difficult for the 
average Joe to make ends meet; he is forced 
to accept more and more dependence on 
government “aid,” a fact used by the Left 
to push for more government control. 

The socialist vision of equality, the be- 
lief that only government can level people 
in society, never ends up elevating society 
to new, higher levels of equality in health, 
prosperity, and education. Instead, it has 
the long-term effect of bringing everyone 
down to a /Jower, common level of misery, 
eliminating any possibility for individuals to 
improve their circumstances by free choice. 
This is true because socialism stops, or at 
least slows, wealth creation because govern- 
ment can never meet the desires, demands, 
and needs of consumers as well as business- 
es do — and that is how wealth is created. 

Because businesses must either meet 
consumer demand or, as in the case of the 
creation of smartphones, create new con- 
sumer demand to make money, businesses 
usually react swiftly to consumers’ wants. 
When consumers express dislike for menu 
items, car styles, a price point, a ball color, 
golf club performance, or anything else, 
businesses will strive to meet consum- 
er desires — or will go out of business. 
Consumers dictate what products will be 
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Not free and easy: Socialists in the United 
States want to be like the EU socialist utopias; 
however, in the U.K. more than 1.9 million 
retirees live in poverty, and the pension is 

just over $8,470 per year, as compared to the 
$17,604 average pension from the U.S. Social 
Security system. In Germany, in 2015, the 
average male pension was $13,399 a year and 
for females, $6,939. 


produced and in what quantity. Under so- 
cialism, to a large extent, government dic- 
tates what products will be produced: what 
pharmaceuticals will be available, what 
new medical experiments will be funded, 
what type of cars you should drive, what 
type of house you should live in, etc. — 
and all those decisions get made based on 
favoritism, bribes, family connections, or 
simply bureaucratic whim, stifling inno- 
vation and taking funds companies would 
use for job and wealth creation if they 
were allowed to keep the cash. 

And while it seems entirely wrong that a 
handful of Americans, such as Bill Gates, 
Warren Buffett, Mark Zuckerberg, and a 
few others, have as much money as most 
of the rest of the country combined, this 
perception of wrongness rests on the errant 
belief that the country has a fixed amount of 
wealth and that, in the name of fairness, that 
wealth should be more equally distributed. 
That claim is not true. New companies, new 
products, and new services can create new 
wealth, so many of the rich in this coun- 
try are actually helping raise the standard 
of living for Americans as a whole, even 
as they become exceptionally rich. On the 
other hand, concentrated wealth is a prob- 
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lem under socialism because that ideology 
interferes with wealth creation. 

As Winston Churchill famously pointed 
out, “Socialism is a philosophy of failure, 
the creed of ignorance, and the gospel of 
envy. Its inherent virtue is the equal shar- 
ing of misery.” 

Nor is any of this idle speculation. The 
evidence is very clear, from decades and 
decades of socialist experimentation both at 
home and abroad. The present situation in 
Venezuela has grabbed headlines in recent 
years. There, in what was not long ago Latin 
America’s wealthiest country, “Bolivarian” 
socialism has taken a fearful toll, plunging 
the country into unimaginable poverty — 
this, even as the country’s brutal dictator, 
Nicolas Maduro, stubbornly clings to power 
while his people starve or flee abroad. Zim- 
babwe, with inflation reaching 89.7 sextil- 
lion percent year-on-year in 2008, is another 
poster child for the toll that generational 
socialism will take, and South Africa now 
seems determined to follow the same tragic 
path. While socialists always protest that 
such examples are not typical, and represent 
the tragic misapplication of socialist prin- 
ciples, the facts don’t back them up. In the 
United States, socialism at the level of state 
and local government has wrecked entire 
cities such as Detroit, and is now destroy- 
ing once-prosperous California. Formerly 
the place where dreams come true, Califor- 


nia is now in very sorry shape, with disease, 
poverty, and crime rampant in her largest 
cities, uncontrolled wildfires destroying 
vast swaths of towns and suburbs (the re- 
sult of decades of bad government environ- 
mental policy), and state and city govern- 
ments teetering on the brink of bankruptcy. 
All this, while California’s political leaders 
focus their energy on providing sanctuary 
for illegal immigrants, spending billions on 
high-speed railroad boondoggles, and even 
— at the time of this writing — intending 
to spend $100 million per year to provide 
full health coverage for low-income illegal 
immigrants aged 19 to 25. 

Too, American Indian reservations, 
classic examples of government planning, 
have been under the superintendence of 
the federal government for generations — 
and poverty, crime, and numerous other 
social ills remain the norm. 

Capitalism, and freedom in general, has 
just the opposite effect. All of the miracu- 
lous progress of the modern world is the 
result of capitalism, of risk-taking and in- 
novation, not central planning. Even heav- 
ily socialized countries such as China have 
made considerable progress — in exact pro- 
portion to their willingness to allow capital- 
ism to take root. And it has been capitalism, 
not socialism, that, by incentivizing prog- 
ress in medicine, food production, transpor- 
tation, information technology, and so on, 


Ilogical logic: Though most people concede that the service provided by Uber and Lyft far 


exceeds that of government-monopoly taxi services, many still believe that government should 
take over huge sections of American society because it would do better than privatization. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


AP Images 


that has immeasurably improved standards 
of living almost everywhere in the world, 
leading to drastic increases in the quality 
of living for an overwhelming majority of 
people. So much for the socialist caricature 
of wicked, morally challenged capitalism! 


According to socialists, every human 
need (housing, food, clothing) or strong 
desire (education, for example) must be 
fulfilled by government if a person cannot 
meet this need by himself; otherwise, the 
person is being denied his basic “human 
rights.” In Amsterdam this has been taken 
to utmost extremes, as the U.K. Telegraph 
reported: “An investigation by The Sun- 
day Telegraph can disclose that exotic 
holidays, internet dating subscriptions and 
adventure breaks, as well as visits to sex 
workers and lap dancing clubs have been 
permitted under the [welfare] system.” 

For the socialist, a “right” is anything 
that a socialist believes people are entitled 
to, regardless of what might be required 
to produce it. Socialists often justify their 
policy preferences by pointing to the ne- 
cessity of employment, education, and 
healthcare. But notice that these “rights” 
are actually requirements that somebody 
provide a good and service for someone 
else. For example, stating that people have 
a “right” to healthcare means that some- 
one else must be forced to provide it; oth- 
erwise, this “right” cannot be guaranteed. 

The one person who provides for the 
other is in “servitude” or “slavery,” by 
any reasonable definition of the word — a 
state of being that at one time in the recent 
past most Americans found reprehensible. 
Like other forms of slavery, the worker is 
threatened with violence if he does not do 
as he is told, being threatened with prison 
for not paying taxes. 

It should be obvious that goods and ser- 
vices that are obtained by threats of vio- 
lence are not “rights.” 

Real rights do not involve restricting 
the rights of anyone else. Thus, we can 
enjoy the right to life, to liberty, to pri- 
vate property ownership, to free speech, 
to freedom of religion, and so on, with- 
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‘it’s not right, it’s not a “right”: 
According to socialists, everyone 
has a “right” to anything he/she truly 
needs or strongly desires (such as 
education), but goods and services 
provided through threats — arrest 
for not paying taxes — or force in 
ral make one person a servant 

other (a slave). Slavery is not 
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out forcing anyone else to provide us with 
some good or service. These rights inhere 
in all of us, regardless of age, stature, race, 
gender, intelligence, or any other gifts or 
disadvantages we may have. 

And with the application of real rights, 
under capitalism, you have the last say in 
what you do with your greatest property: 
yourself — even to providing charity to 
those in need. 


The idea that a college education can be 
“free” is farcical. Salaries, books, utili- 
ties, classroom and dormitory buildings, 
and numerous other features of university 
life cost lots of money. College professors 
and administrators may love their jobs, but 
they won’t work for free. The only ques- 
tion is who will pay for all of these things. 
If students pay no tuition and fees, then the 
money will have to come from somewhere 
else, and under socialism, that “someone” 
is always the taxpaying public. 

Large government subsidies already 
flow into the American university system 
— government scholarships and grants, 
subsidized student loans, research grants, 
and many other goodies — but the effect 
has been to drive up, not lower, the cost 
of education. For example, low-interest, 
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government-subsidized student loans were 
supposed to make borrowing for college 
more affordable. But by providing easy 
credit, government has ensured that more 
people are willing to borrow more, and pay 
more, for college. That, in turn, incentiv- 
izes colleges and universities to raise fees 
and tuition to be more in line with what 
their customers (in this case, students and 
their parents) are willing to pay. End re- 
sult: It’s a lot easier to borrow money for 
college, but you will have to spend a lot 
more than your parents or grandparents 
in order to get a college degree! A Forbes 
article entitled “How Unlimited Student 
Loans Drive Up Tuition” reported on mul- 
tiple studies proving this very thing. 
College administrators are as money- 
hungry as the rest of us; if money is avail- 
able, just waiting to be taken (in this case, 
thanks to government incentives), they’ Il 
take it. Removing all the government 
distortions in the higher education sector 
would end the problem of spiraling tu- 
ition costs almost overnight. More social- 
ism would make _ 
things worse. 
That being said, 
yes, some social- 
ist countries such 
as Germany have 
no-cost tuition for 
college, but that 
doesn’t mean ev- 
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eryone now gets to go if they so 
choose. To keep expenditures 
to a minimum, in Germany only 
the top 30 percent of students are 
admitted to college (as compared 
to 70 percent of U.S. high-school 
graduates), the universities are 
widely considered overcrowded, 
and students are often still on the 
financial hook for school supplies 
and housing (which in America 
generate about half the cost of 
college). Limited access is always 
part of the deal with “free” social- 
ist stuff. 
Prey 

The failures of socialism are too 
numerous to be covered exhaus- 
tively in a single article. Its time- 
less appeal can be attributed to its 
over-simplistic, Utopian view of 
human nature and society, its claims of 
virtuousness, and its seeming successes. 

It presents a child’s eye view of the world, 
a place where money really does grow on 
trees, where you can get something for 
nothing, and where those with good inten- 
tions are always infallible and incorruptible 
caregivers. This is why socialism so often 
appeals to the young and idealistic. 

But even socialism’s supposed success- 
es aren’t real successes: European socialist 
countries such Sweden and Denmark enjoy 
a measure of prosperity because they are 
not pure socialist economies, and because 
they have been able to spend capital ac- 
cumulated before socialism took root. The 
problem, though, as former British Prime 
Minister Margaret Thatcher once tartly 
observed, is that socialist governments 
“always run out of other people’s money.” 

For all of these and many other rea- 
sons, socialism should be recognized 
for what it is: a totalitarian system com- 
pletely at odds with the American (and 
Western) tradition of individual liberty 
and free market capitalism. It should be 
rejected in all its forms. 
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¢ Since taxing away fully half of all income made 
by those making $197,651 or more would net the 
U.S. government just enough to balance its bud- 
get, how would scores of socialist programs be 
paid for? 


¢ Because the wind frequently doesn’t blow or the 
sun shine, an all-green energy system would need 
to have back up provided by batteries — batteries 
that need replacing every three to five years — cost- 
ing many trillions of dollars. How will such “free” 
energy not bankrupt the country? 


* Knowing that VA hospitals and Indian Health 
Services (U.S. government-provided healthcare) 
are notorious for corruption, waste, dangerous 
practices, long waiting times to see doctors, and 
not fixing problems, why does anyone believe that 
a U.S. national healthcare system wouldn’t suffer 
similar problems? 


¢ When you give government enough power to do 
good, you also give it enough power to be abusive 
and do bad. Why would anyone think that once 
government functionaries attained such power, 
they would act more nobly than would individu- 
als in the private sector? 


¢ Suppose the U.S. government makes necessities, 
such as house and rent payments, child expenses, 
food, transportation, medical care, college, and 
more, “free.” Since it would have to pay for these 
things by taxing away most of the income people 
make, why would anyone work? 
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¢ Business monopolies can raise prices, lower qual- 
ity, provide poor customer service, and still stay in 
business because they lack competition. Since gov- 
ernment is the ultimate monopoly, with lawmaking 
power, police powers, fines, and prison, why would 
anyone want to concentrate power in the hands of 
government? 


¢ Since grabbing someone’s wallet, taking money 
from it, and then giving it to others in need would 
be considered stealing — not charity — how is it 
any different in principle if the government does it? 


¢ For socialist ideology to work, the government 
must be empowered to equitably distribute the na- 
tion’s wealth, taking from the “haves” in order to 
give to the “have nots.” But since this has never 
worked in practice, why would we assume that 
American socialists wouldn’t gift themselves with 
much larger “shares” of the wealth than they give 
to others? 


¢ Because under a free market producers are able 
to keep the fruits of their labors, the free market 
encourages people to innovate and produce things 
better, faster, and more inexpensively — creating 
wealth. Since socialism destroys the profit motive, 
what mechanism would drive wealth creation and 
improved lives? 


¢ Knowing that socialist governments have the 
power to make citizen-victims equally poor, equally 
miserable, equally bored, equally terrified, equally 
starved, and equally murdered (all of which happen 
with regularity), what reasoning would cause us to 
believe that those things wouldn’t happen here? 
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HEALTHCARE 


Socialized medicine 

is often touted as our 
country’s healthcare 
solution. But it results 

in market distortions 
that lead to shortages, 
delays, and disrespect 
for life itself. 


by Dennis Behreanadt 


happened. A young woman, just be- 
ginning her studies at college where 
she was pursuing undergraduate work in 
music and sound production, was found 
dead in her room roughly a day after she 
complained of feeling ill. 
Twenty-year-old Victoria Hills was, by 
all accounts, a wonderful young lady who 
was known for the kindness she showed to 
others, for her love of walking her dogs on 
the beach, and for her zest for life. 
“Victoria was so full of life,” her mother 
recalled of her daughter. “She had been in 
her church choir for 11 years and always 
played in school concerts. Music was ev- 


erything to her.” 


t was a tragedy that should not have 
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On the evening of January 31, 2018, Vic- 
toria told her mother that she wasn’t feeling 
well. She told her mom that she loved her 
and then said she was going to take some 
painkillers and get some sleep. “Then she 
sent me a GIF of a virtual hug, and I sent 
her a heart. I never heard from her again,” 
her mom told the U.K.’s METRO news site. 

A few days later, on February 3, Vic- 
toria told her friends that she thought she 
had an ear infection. She felt so dizzy, she 
said, that she couldn’t stand up. Feeling 
that she couldn’t afford a prescription if 
she sought medical care, she went to bed 
instead. Days later on February 6, when no 
one had heard from her, campus security 
broke in to her room, where she was found 
dead in her bed. It is thought that life 
slipped away from her in the first hours of 


fstop123/E+/GettylmagesPlus 


The death of equality: As health expert John 
Goodman noted in his book Priceless, 50 years 
after the socialist National Health Service was 
formed in Britain, “a government task force 
released the Atcheson report, which found 

that inequality was worse than when NHS 
began.” The report noted that the survival rate 
of people in poor neighborhoods was vastly 
lower than those in wealthy areas. 


Sunday, February 4. The suspected cause 
of her death was blood poisoning stem- 
ming from an infection. 

Again, this tragedy was unnecessary. 
Moreover, her story is exactly the type of 
tragic outcome that, many would claim, 
demonstrates the terrible shortcomings of 
the American private medical system. 

Except that it’s not. Victoria Hills, it 
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If socialism delivers better care, as is endlessly argued, then the British NHS performance 
should be significantly better than the performance of American hospitals. 


turns out, lived in the United Kingdom 
where the much-vaunted National Health 
Service (NHS) supposedly provides free 
or very inexpensive healthcare to all. 

But the reality does not match the per- 
ception. Whether it is in the United King- 
dom where socialized medicine failed 
Victoria, or anywhere else where socialist 
policies have been adopted, the reality is 
that such policies, at their best, are unable 
to adequately balance supply and demand, 
and at their worst, introduce disincentives 
that lead to shortages of supplies and ser- 
vices that, as we have seen, in worst-case 
scenarios turn deadly. 


Charlie Gard 

Victoria Hills was not the first person to lose 
her life over the failure of the British system 
of socialized medicine. Another recent case 
was that of the infant Charlie Gard. 

For a time in 2017, Charlie was the 
most famous child in the world. It wasn’t 
because he had a special talent, or had 
won fame in some kind of fabulous com- 
petition. It was because his government 
wanted him dead. 


18 


Charlie Gard was born into the clutches 
of the British National Health Service, the 
socialized medical system of the United 
Kingdom. Unfortunately, shortly after he 
was born, he developed encephalomyo- 
pathic mitochondrial DNA depletion syn- 
drome (MDDS). The rare condition affects 
brain development and results in muscle 
wasting, difficulty breathing, and other re- 
lated symptoms, and is usually fatal after a 
rapid progression. 

As aresult of his condition, young Char- 
lie was unable to breathe on his own and 
relied on a ventilator. The British medi- 
cal authorities and courts ruled that Char- 
lie could not, and should not, be treated 
for his condition, that he should be taken 
off the ventilator that kept him alive and 
be allowed to die. His parents disagreed. 
Pope Francis disagreed, and the care of the 
Vatican’s Bambino Gesu hospital in Rome 
was offered. Dr. Michio Hirano, a doctor 
who offered an experimental treatment, 
told the British court handling the case 
that there was an “11% to 56% chance of 
clinically meaningful improvement” with 
his experimental treatment. But under the 
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Compare apples to apples: U.S. medicine is 
often criticized for the number of uninsured 
people in the country, yet in America, the 
uninsured are as likely, or more likely, than 
Canadians to get screened for cervical cancer, 
breast cancer, prostate cancer, and colon 
cancer. And the five-year U.S. survival rate for 
all the above is better than in Canada. 


socialized medical system of the United 
Kingdom, his parents had no right to de- 
termine the best course of medical treat- 
ment for their son. Speaking to radio host 
Rush Limbaugh, Vice President Mike 
Pence said, “We hope and pray that little 
Charlie Gard gets every chance, but the 
American people oughta reflect on the fact 
that for all the talk on the left about single- 
payer, that’s where it takes us.” 

Despite an almost worldwide outpour- 
ing of support for Charlie’s parents, in 
favor of giving Charlie the experimental 
treatment, the state was unrelenting in 
its insistence that Charlie must die. On 
July 28, 2017, the state got its way. Char- 
lie was removed from his ventilator and 
given morphine. His mother announced 
his death at 6:30 p.m. that evening. 

Even with the experimental treatment 
that was available, Charlie may have died 
anyway. But he might have lived, too. 
Nonetheless, in a nation that has adopted 
socialism in some or all of its departments, 
individual rights, if they are recognized at 
all, are made secondary to the interests of 
the state. In the U.K., the state has ultimate 
control over whether a child may live or die. 


Systemic Failure 
The cases of Charlie Gard and Victoria 
Hills are extreme cases where the bitter 
reality of socialized medicine unmasked 
the lies and exaggerations of those who 
have tried to impose similar systems on 
the people of the United States. But even 
apart from these extreme cases, the sys- 
tems of socialized medicine in the U.K., 
Canada, and elsewhere frequently under- 
perform in providing adequate care. 

In 2018, the U.K.’s NHS revealed per- 
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formance statistics for the nation’s medi- 
cal system that underscored the problems 
with socialized medicine in that country. 

For accident and emergency services 
(A&E), the NHS revealed that in January 
2018, “hospitals managed to treat and then 
admit, transfer or discharge just 77.1% of 
arrivals within [a] four-hour target,” The 
Guardian newspaper reported. This was 
a record poor performance, said the paper, 
noting, “That compared with 77.3% in De- 
cember, which was also a new record low 
at that time.” 

The four-hour target is a national stan- 
dard for the NHS. According to the latest 
NHS summary report on hospital A&E 
activity, covering the years 2017-2018, 
the system has done better overall than its 
low performance in December 2017 and 
January 2018, only failing to admit, treat, 
and discharge in less than four hours 12 
percent of the time. But other troubling 
statistical trends have emerged. 

First, the average number of people 
spending longer in A&E continues to in- 
crease. “There was a steady increase from 
April 2011 to April 2014,” NHS reported 
of this statistic. “However, since that point 
there has been a significant increase where 
the average number [of] attendances over 
4 hours has more than trebled.” 

More concerning is the increase in pa- 
tients subjected to waits of up to or over 
12 hours. According to the NHS, “The 
number of patient attendances spending 
over 12 hours from arrival to being trans- 
ferred, admitted or discharged is 332,995 
for 2017-18. This has increased year on 
year and is now more than 5 times greater 
than in 2011-2012 (57,718).” 

Wait times in the United States for 
emergency room services are typically 
less than 30 minutes in most cases, and 
generally less than 60 minutes on average 
in the worst cases, according to statistics 
tracked by Pro Publica’s ER Wait Watcher. 
Treatment times are also generally short. 
For example, in Kentucky the average 
wait time in the ER plus the additional 
average time in the ER before being sent 
home is just slightly more than 2.5 hours. 
Many states perform far better. North Da- 
kota gets people home in less than 2 hours, 
on average. Not surprisingly, the worst 
performing area in the United States is the 
one with the most government. Hospitals 
in the District of Columbia take an aver- 
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Tempting fate under the NHS: Britain’s National Health Service would not release little Charlie 
Gard (shown) to his parents so that he could get experimental treatment in Italy, a treatment 
that was free of charge to the NHS. Instead, the NHS removed him from life support against his 
parents’ wishes, killing him. The NHS has also been caught euthanizing the elderly, instead of 


giving them expensive treatments. 


age of 4.38 hours to get people treated and 
home from the ER. If socialism delivers 
better care, as is endlessly argued, then the 
British NHS performance should be sig- 
nificantly better than the performance of 
American hospitals. 

Statistics don’t tell the whole story, 
however. Jan Filochowski served as chief 
executive of the U.K.’s Great Ormond 
Street Hospital — the same hospital that 
provided “treatment” to Charlie Gard — 
until 2013. Commenting on NHS A&E 
performance for The Guardian, on April 6, 
2018, he painted a bleak picture of health- 
care services in the U.K. 

“Barely a day passes without anew NHS 
tale of inadequate performance, excessive 
patient waits, services not delivered, trusts 
effectively bankrupt, or even preventable 
deaths attributed to unbearable pressure on 
services and staff,” he said. 

“Often,” he continued, “there is no 
space in nursing and care homes to dis- 
charge patients to. Which can mean no 
hospital beds are available, as those pa- 
tients are still in them. So you can’t admit 
that critically ill patient. There are no 


spare staff in A&E, so patients who need 
to be seen immediately have to wait hours. 
There are no more ambulances, so patients 
who need to get to hospital in minutes take 
an hour, and might die.” 

Just like the U.K., Canada offers its 
citizens a system of socialized medicine. It 
likewise has huge problems. In 2017, the 
Canadian Institute for Health Information 
(CIHI) published a study entitled “How 
Canada Compares,” comparing the Canadi- 
an socialized healthcare system with other 
healthcare systems in 11 countries, includ- 
ing the United States. CIHI reported that 
the Canadian system routinely performed at 
lower levels than other healthcare systems. 

“Most Canadians (93%) have a regu- 
lar doctor or place of care, but they have 
trouble accessing their health care system 
in a timely manner.” 

Key findings include: 

¢ Of 11 nations, Canada was worst at 
providing same- or next-day appointments 
with a doctor or nurse. 

¢ Canada was second worst in provid- 
ing access to after-hours care. Sweden, 
also with a socialized medical system, 
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was the only nation worse than Canada 
in this category. 

¢ Canadians use emergency room ser- 
vices more than citizens of other nations. 

¢ Canadians have the longest wait times 
for emergency services. 

* Canadians wait longer than others for 
access to specialists. 

But if Canada’s healthcare system per- 
forms at a lower level, at least it’s free, 
right? Well, not so fast. 

As Milagros Palacios and Bacchus 
Barua note for a recent study for Canada’s 
Fraser Institute, “Canadians often misun- 
derstand the true cost of our public health 
care system. This occurs partly because 
Canadians do not incur direct expenses 
for their use of health care, and partly be- 
cause Canadians cannot readily determine 
the value of their contribution to public 
health care insurance.” 

The Fraser Institute study found that 
in 2018 an average family of two parents 
with one child paid $12,443 for healthcare 
insurance. Two parents with two children 
paid $12,935. A family of two adults with 
no children paid $12,878. Single adults 
paid $4,640. 

Moreover, the researchers found that the 
cost of coverage in Canada was increas- 
ing faster than family income. “Examining 
only the last 10 years (i.e., from 2008 to 
2018), the average Canadian family’s cash 


20 


income increased by 23.7%,” Palacios and 
Barua note. “However, since 2008, the cost 
of health care insurance for the average Ca- 
nadian family (all family types included), 
increased by 30.7%. Put differently, the 
cost of public health care insurance for the 
average Canadian family grew 1.3 times 
faster than the average income.” 

The high but hidden cost of health insur- 
ance in Canada does not mean that Canadi- 
ans get access to better medical technology 
as a result. One proxy for this measure is 
the relative availability of magnetic reso- 
nance imaging (MRI) machines. Writing 
for statistical research firm Statista, Matej 
Mikulic notes that “the density of diagnos- 
tic imaging units can be one measurement 
to define the quality of a country’s health 
care infrastructure. According to Statista, 
the United States leads all of the member 
countries of the Organisation for Economic 
Co-operation and Development (OECD) 
on this measure, with 37.56 MRI units per 
million people. Canada comes in near the 
bottom of the list, with 9.97 per million 
people. As for the United Kingdom, the 
Daily Mail reported in 2014 that “the UK 
has only 5.9 MRI units per million people.” 

To get around the high costs and low lev- 
els of service provided by socialized health- 
care in nations such as Canada and the U.K., 
those who have the financial means to do so 
either purchase additional private healthcare 


AP Images 


Model healthcare? Under Canada’s healthcare 
system, which is the model Bernie Sanders 
would like to emulate, Canadians are not 
allowed to pay privately for services offered 
under their public plan, no matter how long 
the waiting list is, so many go abroad to get 
treated more promptly. 


insurance or seek advanced treatments out- 
side of their home country. 

In Canada, there can be very long wait 
times for treatments for non-life threat- 
ening health problems. In 2009, the Los 
Angeles Times highlighted the example 
of Christina Woodkey, a resident of Cal- 
gary. When Woodkey began experiencing 
leg pain, her local health clinic told her 
she would need to see a hip specialist, the 
Times reported. “Because the problem was 
not life-threatening, however, she’d have 
to wait about a year,” the paper noted. 

Once she finally got to see the specialist, 
she found out that a problem with her spine 
was compressing her nerves and causing 
the pain. She would need to see a back spe- 
cialist next. “When I was given [the] date, 
I asked when could I expect to have sur- 
gery,” the 72-year-old said, according to the 
Times. “They said it would be a year and a 
half after I had seen this doctor.” 

Unlike in Canada, a free market for 
healthcare would offer a sufficient supply 
of services to meet demand. In Canada, 
with an artificially constrained supply, 
that wasn’t the case. So, according to 
the Times, Woodkey sought a healthcare 
provider outside of Canada, in the United 
States. She “drove across the border into 
Montana and got the $50,000 surgery done 
in two days.” According to the Fraser In- 
stitute, “in 2016, an estimated 63,459 Ca- 
nadians received non-emergency medical 
treatment outside Canada.” 

That works for those who can afford 
such services, but the lack of supply only 
hurts the poor in Canada. “What it means 
is that people who have no money, who are 
chronically ill, disabled, who require medi- 
cal attention frequently, are going to suffer 
dramatically,” Leslie Dickout of the B.C. 
Health Coalition lamented to the Times. 

Why is the supply of medical services 
constrained in Canada? The answer is that 
socialist planners are unable to adequately 
plan for demand and artificially restrict 
supply — largely to save money. 

“Canada suffers from a scarcity of phy- 
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sicians and the scarcity will likely remain 
a serious issue for years to come,” the Fra- 
ser Institute reported on March 13, 2019. 
“One reason for the relatively short sup- 
ply of physicians in Canada is the limited 
number of seats available in Canadian 
medical schools. The limits, set by provin- 
cial governments, restrict the number of 
graduates from domestic medical schools 
who can then proceed into residency and 
ultimately into medical practise.” 

In the U.K., those seeking care outside 
the socialist health system can purchase pri- 
vate health insurance. Others get access to 
private insurance if they work for one of the 
large, multinational employers. Describing 
the use of private insurance in the U.K. in 
2012, Dr. Robert Wachter, now professor 
of medicine and chair of the Department 
of Medicine at the University of Califor- 
nia, San Francisco, noted in a post for The 
Health Care Blog that private insurance in 
the U.K. is “considered a plum perk for ev- 
eryone, and most expats coming to work 
in the UK consider it an essential benefit.” 


He explained the reason: “The action 
in the private world stems from occasion- 
ally poor access to specialty care in the 
NHS, both because of limited numbers of 
specialists and gatekeeping by GPs,” Dr. 
Wachter wrote. “The result of these limita- 
tions is the famously long NHS queues.” 

Privately provided healthcare services 
in the U.K. operate in a remarkably simi- 
lar manner to the private food plots collec- 
tive farmers in the USSR were ultimately 
allowed to cultivate in the post-Stalin 
era. By the 1960s and 1970s, collective 
farmers were allowed to operate small, 
private garden plots after they had put in 
the state’s required work on the collective 
farms. Ultimately, these small private op- 
erations provided significant quantities of 
food to Soviet cities, including Moscow. 

Like the farmers of the old Soviet 
Union, this is how doctors are allowed to 
work in the U.K. 

“There are few purely ‘private doctors’ 
in Britain — most private care is deliv- 
ered by moonlighting NHS physician- 


a 
= 
a 

nO 

3 

D 

@ 
£ 
£ 

io 
10} 
Zz 

6 

Q 
2 
Q 
3 
2 

=] 
0} 

ae 

w 
a 


Government and low healthcare prices? The economic blog AEI shows that U.S. healthcare 
costs, like college costs, rose far faster than inflation, with average hospital costs between 1998 
and 2016 going up 176.6 percent and medical care services going up 100.5 percent. General 
inflation during that time went up 47.2 percent. Yet during that time, cosmetic surgery, which 
improves services and cuts costs in reaction to competition, overall rose by only 32 percent. 
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specialists,” Wachter wrote. “Since ink- 
ing the national consultant’s contract in 
2003, the NHS’s 30,000 specialists have 
had no cap on the amount of money they 
can earn from private practice, as long as 
they clock 40 hours a week for the Health 
Service.” 

The private healthcare option in the U.K. 
remains a compelling alternative for those 
who can escape from the prevailing socialist 
system. The organization Private Healthcare 
UK lays out the benefits of the private option 
compared to the NHS. “Going private,” they 
write, provides “fast access to treatment; a 
choice of when you want to be treated; a 
choice of where to be treated; a choice of 
consultant or private specialist; Sometimes, 
the option to have treatment(s) which may 
not be available on the NHS.” 

The reason some treatments are not 
available within the NHS but are avail- 
able with the private healthcare option is 
the same reason why potatoes were not 
widely or readily available in Moscow 
during the Soviet age. Under socialism, 
production incentives are distorted or 
absent, leading to unreliable fluctuations 
in both production and delivery of goods 
and services. Within socialist healthcare 
systems, this can mean a shortage of 
doctors, technologies, or medicines. It 
may mean that some locations have ac- 
cess to some of these things some of the 
time. It also means that, to deal with ar- 
tificially restricted supply and unequally 
distributed services, planners must rely 
on rationing. In healthcare, this leads to 
long wait times for procedures, or worse, 
complete lack of access to needed health 
procedures. 

As with any segment of the economy, 
the more thoroughly healthcare is social- 
ized, the more likely discontinuities in 
both supplies and services become. By 
contrast, market segments that are not ar- 
tificially constrained by socialist policies 
and controls are extraordinarily produc- 
tive, delivering products and services at 
the lowest possible prices to the greatest 
number of people. 

The problem of healthcare has vexed 
many, but the solution is simple: To pro- 
vide the best care to the most people at 
the best prices, simply remove the artifi- 
cial constraints imposed by socialist con- 
trols. Instead of socialism, live healthy, 
and be free. 
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FAILURE 


of the Command Economy 


by Dennis Behreanat 


ized medicine, though that continues 

to be a primary focus of modern so- 
cialist platforms. The impact of socialist 
programs in many nations is discernible in 
other areas. To recognize these, it helps to 
keep in mind the fundamental nature of the 
socialist approach, which, at base, is about 
command and control. 

Socialism attempts to lift economic deci- 
sions out of the marketplace, where prices 
determine economic decisions, and place 
them instead into the hands of bureaucratic 
planners. Such planners have imperfect 
knowledge and are prone to make deci- 
sions based on ideology and personal in- 
terest. As a result, it is impossible for them, 
even if they were entirely disinterested and 
non-ideological, to make sound economic 
plans. Shortages, gluts, and other economic 
maladjustments occur as a result. 

Secondarily, removing economic de- 
cision making from citizens and putting 
planners in charge is the basis of a com- 
mand economy. To do their work, plan- 
ners must be assured that their commands 
will be obeyed. Thus, the force of law is 
deployed to ensure compliance. So it was 
with the initial implementation of Obama- 
Care, for example. It was made illegal for 
Americans to choose not to have medical 
insurance under that socialist plan. As 
is necessary for any socialist program, 
ObamaCare curtailed freedom. 

Additionally, socialism cannot toler- 
ate dissent, as dissent breeds resistance. 
A command economy presupposes that 


S ocialism today isn’t just about social- 
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Socialist systems inevitably result in three things: 
shortages and restrictions on products and services, 
the reduction or removal of free soeech and other 
freedoms, and government surveillance of the 


populace. 


AP Images 


Command takes conirol: In communist/socialist China, the government fears above all else 
disobedience, and so the disobedient are often tortured or killed. There, members of the Falun 
Gong spiritual and exercise sect — considered rebellious — are often reported to be disappeared 
by the government to be used as organ donors. In 2017, China had a reported 5,146 eligible 
organ donors, yet between 60,000 and 90,000 transplant operations occur there each year. 
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The religion of socialism: |t is widely 
reported that in China more than a million 
Uighur Muslims have been kidnapped by the 
government and put in re-education camps. 
Former camp occupants say the camps 
remove Muslim loyalties and replace them 
with communist loyalties. Likewise, Christians 
are often prevented from getting good jobs, 
imprisoned, or worse in socialist countries 
around the world. 


those so commanded will obey. Where 
obeisance does not follow command, a so- 
cialist command economy is impossible. 
Thus, dissent, which leads to resistance, 
is not tolerated. As a result, another of the 
identifying marks of a socialist command 
regime is its efforts to restrict the freedom 
of speech. More advanced and aggressive 
socialist regimes have not hesitated to use 
imprisonment, disappearances, “re-edu- 
cation” camps, and worse in attempts to 
eliminate dissent and resistance. 

Finally, any socialist command econo- 
my must verify that the population adheres 
to the regime’s commands. This requires 
surveillance measures. Historically, the 
more aggressive socialist states have used 
secret police such as the notorious East 
German Stasi, the Soviet KGB, or the 
Maoist Cadres. Modern socialist states 
may still operate similar secret police 
organizations, but they also rely on elec- 
tronic surveillance of citizens. 

Thus, we have three general types of 
socialist programs around the world: 
state-centralized economic planning and 
command leading to economic maladjust- 
ments such as shortages and restrictions 
on products and services; repressive anti- 
free-speech programs and denial of basic 
human freedoms; and aggressive surveil- 
lance efforts. 

As to shortages, homelessness is one 
phenomenon that continues to be caused 
by socialist restrictions on the supply of 
housing. In the China of Mao Tse-tung, 
houses were destroyed en masse in an ef- 
fort to reach the socialist planners’ pro- 
duction goals for both agriculture and 
industry, resulting in an explosion of 
homelessness that contributed materially 
to the massive death toll of the “Great 
Leap Forward.” In modern California, 
socialist environmental and other regula- 
tions have also contributed to a substan- 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


tial extent in driving that state’s rapidly 
growing homeless crisis. 

According to CalMatters.org, “The fed- 
eral Housing and Urban Development De- 
partment estimates the number [of home- 
less in California] at 130,000 on a given 
night. That’s 25 percent of the entire na- 
tion’s homeless population.” 

The reason there is an explosion of 
homelessness in California is the ever deep- 
ening shortage of housing in the state. Ac- 
cording to CalMatters, “The state estimates 
that it needs to build 180,000 homes annu- 
ally just to keep up with projected popula- 
tion growth and keep prices from escalating 
further out of control. Unfortunately, for the 
past 10 years, the state has averaged less 
than half of that. In no year during that span 
did California crack the 100,000 barrier.” 

Why isn’t California adding sufficient 
housing stock? Part of the challenge is 
the relative scarcity of land in the coastal 
urban areas of the state. In San Francisco, 
for example, geographic reality means the 
amount of buildable land is limited. But 
CalMatters points out a bigger problem: 
Many Californian cities “place additional 
limits on where — and when and how and 
how much — construction can take place.” 


In 2015, the nonpartisan Legislative 
Analysts Office (LAO), the California 
Legislature’s fiscal and policy advisory 
office, issued a report on housing costs in 
California that discussed the role of govern- 
ment regulation in the state’s housing crisis. 
“Aside from the cost of land, three factors 
determine developers’ cost to build hous- 
ing: labor, materials, and government fees. 
All three of these components are higher in 
California than in the rest of the country,” 
the LAO reported. The organization cited 
a 2012 study that found that local gov- 
ernments in California charge more than 
three times as much for development fees 
for a single-family home than the rest of 
the country. “Altogether,” the LAO found, 
“the cost of building a typical single-family 
home in California’s metros likely is be- 
tween $50,000 and $75,000 higher than in 
the rest of the country.” 

Government restrictions on private 
ownership of property, such as those in 
California, cause market distortions. In this 
case, they result in a shortage of housing, 
causing prices for existing housing stock 
to rise far beyond the incomes of many. In 
cases like this, those harmed the most are 
the poor — a bitterly ironic outcome when 
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the socialists are always talking about their 
concern for the poor. In addition to the in- 
creasing number of homeless people on 
the streets of California’s cities, low-in- 
come residents who can escape are leaving 
the state. “From 2000 to 2015, the state lost 
nearly 800,000 residents with incomes near 
or below the poverty line,” CalMatters re- 
ported. “Nearly three-quarters of those who 
left California since 2007 made less than 
$50,000 annually.” 

California’s problems are significant, but 
they’re nothing like the problems facing na- 
tions that pull out all the stops on socialism. 
In the 21st century, it is Venezuela that has 
led the way in implementing “real” social- 
ism. Venezuelan socialism was started by 
president-for-life Hugo Chavez and ac- 
celerated by current Venezuelan president 
Nicolas Maduro, a longtime left-wing par- 
tisan who trained in Cuba in a program run 
by the Union of Young Communists and 
under a senior member of the Politburo of 
the Cuban Communist Party. It has deci- 
mated the country, turning what was once a 
wealthy petro-state into a nightmarish dys- 
topia of poverty, filth, and murder. 

In Venezuela today, murder is common, 
crime of all kinds is rampant, and criminals 


go unpunished. William Finnegan, long- 
time staff writer for the New Yorker, noted 
in an article for the magazine in 2016 that 
“Venezuela has, by various measures, the 
world’s highest violent-crime rate.” Aston- 
ishingly, Finnegan noted, “Less than two 
per cent of reported crimes are prosecuted.” 

Naturally, as with all socialist states, 
prices of commodities are controlled so 
that the poor can afford them. At least, 
that’s the theory. Whenever it is put into 
practice, though, it introduces economic 
dislocations that result in shortages. And 
one thing that Venezuela has is an ample 
supply of shortages. 

In the New Yorker, Finnegan described 
one scene, reminiscent of the bread lines 
in the Soviet Union. “Everyone shuffles a 
few yards,” he wrote of one line of peo- 
ple trying to reach meager supplies at a 
supermarket. “They’re waiting on a food 
line for a supermarket in the La Trinidad 
neighborhood of Caracas. The supermarket 
is not in sight. It’s around the comer, up a 
hill, around another corner, on a different 
street.” Why the lines? “You’re allowed to 
queue up for price-controlled items only on 
certain days of the week,” Finnegan noted. 

In Venezuela, as in other command 
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economies, the planners are both unable 
and unwilling to correctly determine the 
necessary supplies of commodities. This 
was the case for toilet paper (and most 
other things, too) in Venezuela. 

Juan Cristobal Nagel, writing for For- 
eign Policy magazine in 2013, described 
the Venezuelan planning authorities’ reac- 
tion to shortages of toilet paper. “The drive 
to regulate everything by way of clueless 
bureaucrats also means that warning signs 
are routinely missed,” Nagel wrote. “For 
example, Venezuela’s ‘Cost and Price’ 
regulator famously declared ... that the 
government could guarantee [the] toilet 
paper supply was adequate, and that the 
‘supposed’ scarcity was simply not true.” 

But Venezuelans who could get out of 
their unfortunate country looked to buy toi- 
let paper and other goods in foreign lands. 

In 2016, CNN Business carried the 
story of Carmen Mendoza, a Venezuelan 
who visited New York to see her daughter. 
She also used the trip as an opportunity, 
said CNN Business, “to buy toilet paper, 
soap, toothpaste, beans, corn flower, tuna 
fish, mayonnaise and aspirin.” 

Speaking of her experience upon seeing 
a Whole Foods Market near her daughter’s 
apartment, she said, “My eyes got wet.” 
By contrast, in Venezuela, she told CNN 
Business, “You are so happy when you 
find something as basic as milk.” 


Surveillance and Tyranny 
To keep people who are suffering from 
rebelling against the evil being inflict- 
ed upon them, the more-socialist states 
progress to all-out tyranny. As the need 
to watch their citizens to make sure they 
are obeying state dictates increases, the 
more states have to restrict the citizens’ 
ability to speak out and resist, which re- 
quires ever more restrictions on freedom. 
The world’s most advanced socialist 
country is Communist China. Pragmati- 


California dreaming? In California, which 

is leading the country in socialist-inspired 
politics, the poor are fleeing because 
government policies are hurting them, not 
helping them. “From 2000 to 2015, the state 
lost nearly 800,000 residents with incomes 
near or below the poverty line,” 
CalMatters.org reported. “Nearly three- 
quarters of those who left California since 
2007 made less than $50,000 annually. ” 
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cally, after the death of Mao 
Tse-tung, Deng Xiaoping and 
the leaders who have followed 
him embarked on efforts to un- 
shackle the Chinese economy 
from classical socialist eco- 
nomic planning. Not surpris- 
ingly, this has drastically im- 
proved economic prospects in 
China. But while China’s pres- 
ent is no longer strictly based in 
the standard socialist paradigm, 
the government retains all other 
aspects of a communist dicta- 
torship. It maintains close con- 
trol of and influence on major 
Chinese enterprises through 
the party apparatus and, more 
broadly, carefully restricts in- 
formation Chinese citizens can 
access, via the so-called Great 
Firewall of China. 

Just as importantly, China is 
now instituting a new digital 
means of controlling the popu- 
lation. Where once Mao relied 
on the Cadres and delivery of 
food via the canteens on collec- 
tive farms to control the popu- 
lation, these are now being re- 
placed by a digitally derived 
“social credit score.” 

As Jack Karsten and Darrel 


Land of the free? Socialist 
countries do everything in their 
power to monitor their people 
and their loyalty. As the United 
States goes increasingly socialist, 
both the government and private 
entities (with the blessing of 
government) monitor and track 
Americans all day, every day. 


well aware of this history, and 
the social credit system creates a 
very convenient blacklist of those 
the regime may find to be ideo- 
logically impure. 


Coming to America 

But starvation, repression, and 
surveillance couldn’t happen in 
America, could it? In fact, we 
are already partway there. In a 
lengthy and heavily document- 
ed petition sent to the Federal 
Trade Commission (FTC) on 
June 24, 2019, the organization 
Represent Consumers alleged 
that a very thoroughgoing so- 
cial credit system was already 
being used to score Americans 
and determine the level of ser- 
vices that they receive from 
major retailers, as well as being 
used to determine access to jobs 


M. West noted for the Brookings 
Institution in 2018, “China has 
stated that all 1.35 billion of its citizens 
will be subject to its social credit system 
by 2020.” 

The system will score people based on 
their behaviors. Bad behaviors, such as 
traffic tickets, will reduce social credit 
scores. Behaviors favored by the govern- 
ment will be rewarded with points that 
raise scores. As Karsten and West note, 
the “social credit score is not just a ticket 
to access to certain services — a score 
signals a person’s character, elevating the 
status of some while stigmatizing others.” 

This is a terrifying means of controlling 
the population. Describing the system, 
Chinese president and general secretary of 
the Communist Party Xi Jinping said of 
those who fall afoul of the system: “Once 
untrustworthy, always restricted.” 

Like most socialist policies, this will 
mostly hurt the average person, and 
will certainly harm the poor. “Access to 
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the benefits of the social credit system 
require[s] a high score, but those who need 
these benefits the most may be structur- 
ally denied the opportunity to raise their 
score due to low education, an isolated 
social network, or untrustworthiness from 
having a low score to begin with,” note 
Karsten and West. “Additionally, contest- 
ing one’s score can be characterized as 
disloyalty, lowering one’s score further.” 
The system is even more chilling in light 
of its implementation in a state once run by 
the iron fist of Mao Tse-tung. Prior to the 
“Great Leap Forward,” Mao for a time lib- 
eralized the nation, even encouraging free 
speech and expression. This policy wasn’t 
followed because Mao had suddenly be- 
come a Jeffersonian. Instead, he expected 
those who opposed him to incriminate 
themselves. When they did, he eliminated 
the temporary reforms, then he eliminated 
his competition. No doubt, Xi Jinping is 


and housing. 

“Major American corpora- 
tions, including online and retail busi- 
ness, employers and landlords are using 
Secret Surveillance Scores to charge 
some people higher prices for the same 
product than others, to provide some 
people with better customer services 
than others, to deny some consumers the 
right to purchase services or buy or re- 
turn products while allowing others to do 
so and even to deny people housing and 
jobs,” the organization wrote. 

It would seem to be illegal to deny people 
housing and jobs based on secret surveil- 
lance scores, yet this is exactly what Rep- 
resent Consumers alleges. “Landlords have 
moved beyond checking traditional credit 
lending scores when assessing whether to 
rent to a potential tenant, perhaps because 
such practices are regulated under federal 
laws,” the organization states. “A number 
of ‘tenant-screening’ companies now offer 
different versions of a ‘tenant score’ that 
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use personal information beyond what is 
used in a traditional credit score. These 
tenant scores can land people on a tenant 
blacklist, preventing them from secur- 
ing housing. Even those with good credit 
scores can be blacklisted.” 

Similarly, Represent Consumers notes, 
data analytics companies “now offer po- 
tential employers scores” that dictate “how 
eligible an applicant is for a job at the par- 
ticular employer” in question. In today’s age 
of burgeoning blacklisting and censoring of 
“unapproved opinions,” it doesn’t take much 
imagination to think of all the ways this 
could be, and probably will be, abused. And 
nowadays, whatever info private companies 
have, the government has access to. 

Moreover, people are caught up in the 
surveillance dragnet by programs large 
and small. “The private perpetrators col- 
lecting and profiting from this informa- 
tion are not just the technology goliaths 
Google, Facebook, Instagram, Netflix 
and Amazon,” the organization notes. 
“Tens of thousands of smaller companies 
that provide an app, program, or website 
on the Internet or through connected de- 


vices are continuously surveilling Ameri- 
cans as well.” 

All of this surveillance is hidden from 
the public. Also hidden from the public are 
various lists that the government keeps on 
citizens. In 2014, journalists Jeremy Sca- 
hill and Ryan Devereaux, writing for the 
online publication The Intercept, noted that 
the Obama administration had “quietly ap- 
proved a substantial expansion of the ter- 
rorist watchlist system, authorizing a secret 
process that requires neither ‘concrete facts’ 
nor ‘irrefutable evidence’ to designate an 
American or foreigner as a terrorist.” More- 
over, they noted, a 166-page Watchlisting 
Guidance document spelled out “the gov- 
ernment’s secret rules for putting individu- 
als on its main terrorist database, as well as 
the no fly list and the selectee list, which 
triggers enhanced screening at airports 
and border crossings. The new guidelines 
allow individuals to be designated as rep- 
resentatives of terror organizations without 
any evidence they are actually connected 
to such organizations, and it gives a single 
White House official the unilateral author- 
ity to place entire ‘categories’ of people the 


government is tracking onto the no fly and 
selectee lists.” 

Combine the increasing propensity to 
put people on watchlists and the rapid 
rise of the secret American social credit 
scoring system with the simultaneously 
growing trend to denounce and restrict 
the speech of those who disagree with 
the prevailing socialist opinions, and the 
rising threat of socialism in America be- 
comes clear. The trajectory of the nation, 
should the socialists prevail, is obvious: 
Venezuela here we come. 

On the other hand, it certainly doesn’t 
have to be that way. The main reason social- 
ists succeed is because they play on the es- 
sential goodness of the people. Like citizens 
of other nations, Americans, too, want their 
neighbors to be comfortable, happy, success- 
ful, and prosperous. Socialists play on those 
desires, but the policies they champion result 
in just the opposite outcomes. 

To be comfortable, happy, successful, 
and prosperous requires a nation to be 
free. By contrast, socialism offers poverty, 
oppression, hunger, and misery. Don’t fall 
for it. Choose freedom instead. li 
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“Progressives” claim that the best proof that socialism would work in 
this country to fix our problems with welfare, healthcare, and more is 
that socialism is already working here. 


by Kurt Williamsen and Steve Byas 
G & i= eel the Bern” was the cry of endorsement 

for socialist Senator Bernie Sanders in the 

2016 presidential race, a call heeded by 
more the two million people under the age of 30 who voted 
in Democratic caucuses and primaries for that election. 
Such was the outpouring of support for Sanders that the 
current crop of Democratic presidential contenders, with 
one notable exception, is fighting to see who can come 
up with the most all-encompassing government giveaways 
and the most extravagant promises of government prob- 
lem-solving — from improving race relations, to solving 
inequality, to taking care of debt and poverty, to fixing the 
Earth’s environment, and more. The one main exception, 
former Colorado governor John Hickenlooper, was booed 
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at a California Democratic Party event when he said, “So- 
cialism is not the answer.” 

Ironically, Bernie Sanders recently came under fire from his 
own campaign staff, as he once again runs for president, be- 
cause, they said, he pays them starvation wages. The workers 
make about $36,000 per year, which is about $17 an hour if they 
work a standard 2,080-hour year (40-hour weeks), but they are 
working 60-hour weeks, so they are making about $11 an hour. 
Since part of the Sanders campaign pledge is for a $15 per hour 
federal minimum wage, the campaign workers demanded to be 
paid $15 per hour. In response, Sanders cut the number of hours 
they work so that though their total wages won’t go up, they will 
now be getting $15 an hour. (Presumably this would help the 
campaign workers because they would have time in the day to 
get another job to pay their bills.) 

Sanders, probably for the first time in his life, ran into eco- 
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nomic reality: He had to decide how to 
spend his personal resources, and in the 
choice between socialist generosity and 
personal frugalness, socialism lost out. 
Note that Sanders is a multimillionaire 
who prior to being shockingly elected as 
a mayor of Burlington, Vermont, was con- 
stantly poverty-stricken because he never 
worked a steady job before that time, when 
he was nearly 40 years old — hence, his 
critics say, his lack of understanding about 
meeting a payroll and keeping the doors of 
a business open. Other Democrat candi- 
dates are accused of the same or of simply 
being narcissistic and power-hungry. 
However, despite criticism of the Dem- 
ocratic candidates and their plans, liberals 
continue to jump on the socialist railroad. 
“Government protects the environment 
(air, water, and forests), builds and main- 
tains roads and other infrastructure, pro- 
vides monies and homes for the poor and 
elderly, provides public schooling and po- 
lice and firefighting services, and more,” 
say Democrats/progressives. “And,” they 
claim, “the rest of our country’s problems 
could be solved with socialism, too!” And 
they know this because, they say, not only 


is socialism working around the world, it’s 
already working in the United States, too. 

As evidence that socialism is working 
in the United States, they point to the fact 
that the air and water have gotten cleaner, 
increasing amounts of wildlands have 
been set aside, high percentages of kids 
are graduating from high schools, lots of 
people rely on welfare and would be sunk 
without it, etc. 

But before even analyzing the truth of 
the assertions, astute Americans should at 
least suspect that something isn’t kosher 
with the claims being made. After all, 
government always seems to be broke and 
begging for more tax money, or it is found 
trying to fix some type of catastrophe in 
the areas it has taken upon itself to control. 

The list of government programs that 
are running short of cash are numerous. 
Here are just a few: 

¢ The National Flood Insurance Pro- 
gram, a government program that is sup- 
posed to be self-supporting via insurance 
payments and that insures houses against 
floods through insurance companies, has 
had claims exceed payments since Hurri- 
cane Katrina in 2005. Congress had to bail 


Still can’t make it work: Even though the U.S. post 


office has part of its business (delivering first-class mail) 
protected from competition by Congress and doesn’t have 
to pay taxes, it still can’t turn a profit. Its leaders blame 


government rules and guidance. 
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it out to the tune of $16 billion in 2017, 
and it now needs $20.5 billion. Aggravat- 
ing the problem, the government often 
pays repeat flood claims for the same 
properties, instead of having the home- 
owners move or accept their flood risks. 

¢ The U.S. Postal Service, despite hav- 
ing a congressionally mandated monopoly 
on delivering first-class mail and not hav- 
ing to pay taxes, posted a loss in 2018 of 
$3.9 billion — its 12th straight year of 
losses. Postmaster General Megan Brennan 
told Government Executive that unless it 
changes how it does business, it would see 
continued losses at “an accelerating rate.” 
In response to criticism of its losses, the 
USPS argues that it is handicapped in that 
it is required to put money into a fund each 
year to pay for future pension payments of 
its workers (rather than just hitting up the 
taxpayers in the future when it can’t pay 
its retirement obligations), though other 
government agencies do not have the same 
requirement. (Note that American business- 
es routinely put money toward retirement 
plans each month — it’s considered a cost 
of doing business — though few American 
companies have pension plans per se.) 

¢ Social Security and Medicare have 
unfunded liabilities that will mean sky- 
high taxes in the near future or reduced 
benefits to beneficiaries. A report by 
marketwatch.com in 2018 entitled “The fi- 
nancial hole for Social Security and Medi- 
care is even deeper than the experts say” 
highlights the findings of reports released 
by the Social Security and Medicare trust- 
ees: According to the trustees, by 2034, 
Social Security benefits will have to be 
reduced by 25 percent to keep spending 
within available revenue, or the payroll tax 
rate will have to go up from 12.4 percent to 
15.2 percent. Similarly, by 2026, Medicare 
will not have a trust fund and “premiums 
paid by the beneficiaries will cover only 
about 25% of program costs; the rest of the 
spending is unfinanced. Income and cor- 
porate taxes fall far short of what is needed 
to cover these costs along with the rest of 
the government’s obligations. Medicare’s 
overall unfunded liability over 75 years is 
more than $37 trillion.” Both programs are 
unfunded to the tune of $50 trillion. Worse, 
these numbers are optimistic because they 
assume large payment cuts to hospitals and 
doctors based on present law (cuts that are 
at once being overridden by Congress for 
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doctors or already putting hospitals out of 
business, a trend that would continue if 
payment cuts continue). 

¢ Then there’s the public pension plan 
crisis. In 2018, Wharton University’s 
Wharton Business Radio interviewed two 
professors who are pension and public 
policy experts, and a summary of the in- 
terview entitled “Public Pension Crisis: 
Who Will Cover the $4 Trillion Short- 
fall?” opened saying, 


Sanitation workers, firefighters, 
teachers and other state and local 
government employees have per- 
formed their duties in the public sec- 
tor for decades with the understand- 
ing that their often lackluster salaries 
were propped up by excellent ben- 
efits, including an ironclad pension. 
But Moody’s Investors Service re- 
cently estimated that public pensions 
are underfunded by $4.4 trillion. 


In other words, because state and local 
governments didn’t invest enough money 
to pay for the promised pensions, either 
those workers will not get a pension or 
will get a reduced pension, or the federal 
government will have to bail the pensions 
out (and private-sector workers/taxpayers, 
who need to fund their own retirements, 
will be on the hook to pay for others’ re- 
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tirements). Chicago alone has more than 
$62 billion worth of unfunded pension 
promises. But the federal government 
isn’t in a position to help; it has its own 
pension problems. Way back in 1984, the 
U.S. military had already determined that 
it had $529 billion in unfunded military 
retirement promises. Now it needs in ex- 
cess of $80 billion per year to try to get its 
retirement fund caught up. Meanwhile, the 
unfunded portion of another federal pen- 
sion plan, the retirement plan for federal 
workers, is expected to hit $834.8 billion 
in 2025, according to Investopedia. 

The list of fiscally bleeding govern- 
ment programs could go on and on if the 
programs were compiled in their entirety. 
Despite the glaring inefficiency of govern- 
ment, indicating poor management or poor 
program design or both, socialists want 
more government control of society, espe- 
cially controls on businesses — because 
government control works. Or does it? 


Socialism and the Environment 
According to socialists, though government 
may spend too much on most things (waste 
can theoretically always be cut back), gov- 
ernment has had notable successes — espe- 
cially as pertains to the environment. 

Let’s see if that’s true — briefly cover- 
ing land, air, and water. 

Looking at land management, we find 
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A coming ad campaign: |n the near future, 
expect to see TV ads saying, “He saved you, 

will you save him? Call your congressmen to 

bail out local pension funds” — because local 
governments have largely not put enough in their 
pension funds to pay off retirement promises. 


that the government is credited with sav- 
ing endangered pristine old-growth forests 
— mainly through protecting them for the 
spotted owl — and setting aside huge tracts 
of land for wildlife through designation as 
national parks, national monuments, or na- 
tional forests. While both claims are true 
after a fashion, “government protection” 
has been far from protective. 

In fact, the reason old-growth forests 
were being cut down at a high rate in the 
first place was errant government policy 
itself: Because the federal government ac- 
tually sold the old-growth wood — which 
should have fetched a premium price — 
for less than the cost of remediating and 
replanting the forests, it was logged at an 
unsustainable rate (often to be shipped 
overseas), with taxpayers picking up the 
losses. As reported in Free Market Envi- 
ronmentalism for the Next Generation, 
still “between 1998 and 2001 the USFS 
[United States Forest Service] lost $0.46 
for every $1 spent on the timber program.” 

Now, since the federal government has 
moved mainly to ano-use policy for forests, 
it has taken an even more disastrous path: It 
has expanded its practice of putting out for- 
est fires (along with ending logging), set- 
ting the forests up for massive, catastrophic 
wildfires. Alison Berry of the Property and 
Environment Research Center explained 
how this happened. “For most of the 20th 
century, U.S. federal fire policy focused 
on suppressing all fires on national forests. 
The goal was to protect timber resources 
and rural communities, but this policy ig- 
nored the ecological importance of fire.... 
Fire returns nutrients to soils, encourages 
growth of older fire-resistant trees, and pro- 
motes establishment of seedlings.” 

Frequent small fires, which burn brush 
but don’t reach the treetops, discourage 
forest-killing fires. Unfortunately, forests 
are now “choked with vegetation,” Berry 
wrote. “If ignited, these forests erupt into 
conflagrations of much higher intensity 
than historic levels. Grass, shrubs, and sap- 
lings in the understory now form a fuel lad- 
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der, through which flames can climb to the 
forest canopy, killing entire forest strands,” 
a new phenomenon entirely at odds with 
how nature works if left to itself. 

This brings up water management: The 
new high-intensity fires, which burn most 
organic materials, commonly cause sedi- 
ment to inundate streams (because water 
flows unimpeded downhill, carrying dirt 
with it), destroying fisheries and the salm- 
on industry. 

That’s not the only way government has 
damaged waterways. Not only did govern- 
ment set up locks and dams on major riv- 
ers, changing water flows, it provides flood 
insurance to homeowners and communities 
through the National Flood Insurance Pro- 
gram so that they can build in floodplains, 
ruining highly productive wildlife habitat 
and causing increasing numbers of floods. 
Government also has promoted ethanol fuel 
derived from corn, a crop that if replanted 
yearly needs large amounts of fertilizer, fer- 
tilizer that has seeped into drinking water 


and caused a 5,800-mile dead zone in the 
Gulf of Mexico, deprived of oxygen. 

Also, as Iain Murray noted in his book 
The Really Inconvenient Truths: Seven En- 
vironmental Catastrophes Liberals Dont 
Want You to Know About — Because They 
Helped Cause Them, after the era of indus- 
trialization had gone on for awhile, when 
many people and corporations became 
concerned about water pollution and tried 
suing the polluters to stop them from pol- 
luting, first local governments blocked the 
lawsuits, then state governments did (likely 
because they were bought off), based on 
state and local laws protecting the polluters. 

As to air management, government man- 
dates that require renewable energy (often 
meaning wind turbines) have been making 
the air dirtier, not cleaner. This is because, as 
of right now, wind turbines must be backed 
up by conventional power plants (largely 
coal and natural gas plants) for times when 
the wind slows or stops altogether. Since it 
often takes many hours to get conventional 


By 2026, Medicare will not have a trust fund and 
“oremiums paid by the beneficiaries will cover only 
about 25% of program costs; the rest of the spending is 


unfinanced.” 
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power plants running, to function as back- 
ups they are kept running at a rate great 
enough to take over for the wind turbines 
(much of the country is creating power 
with two systems at the same time, but only 
using one system at a time — wasteful!). 
This creates additional pollution not only 
through the energy-intensive production of 
the turbines themselves, but because elec- 
trical energy must be provided in the exact 
amount needed at the very time it is needed 
to avoid damage to electricity-transmission 
systems. The plants often must be moder- 
ated to follow the wind fluctuations, which 
causes the plants to burn additional fuel and 
release additional sulfur dioxide, nitrogen 
oxide, and mercury into the air. 

And for those concerned about CO, re- 
leases, because government raised taxes 
too high on forestland owned by paper 
companies, the paper companies sold off 
millions of acres of land — land that was 
then often converted to housing plots, 
driveways, roads, and more — so that 
there are many fewer trees to take up CO). 


The Government and Infrastructure 

On arelated front, government infrastruc- 
ture policies have contributed to “natural” 
disasters, notably the near-destruction of 
New Orleans after the 2005 Hurricane 
Katrina, in which approximately 850,000 
homes were either destroyed or severely 
damaged, along with the loss of nearly 
2,000 lives and more than $110 billion 
in costs. Bob Adelmann, in a July 2015 
article in THE NEW AMERICAN, explained 
“How the Army Corps of Engineers De- 
stroyed New Orleans.” 

First, the U.S. Army Corps of Engi- 
neers, which is responsible for protecting 
New Orleans from hurricanes, dug a canal 
called the Mississippi River Gulf Outlet so 
that ships didn’t have to follow the mean- 
dering river to New Orleans to load and 
unload cargo (a canal that cut off a mere 
37 miles from the original route, cost $13 


Government-run housing: Howard Husock 
wrote in City Journal about the effects of 
public housing: “Public housing spawns 
neighborhood social problems because it 
concentrates together welfare-dependent, 
single-parent families, whose fatherless 
children disproportionately turn out to be 
school dropouts, drug users, non-workers, 
and criminals.” 
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million per year in upkeep, and was used 
by only one or two ships per day on av- 
erage — a small percentage of the cargo 
ships going to the city). This canal acted 
like a funnel transporting hurricane-blown 
waters straight into New Orleans, and the 
canal’s construction destroyed 20,000 acres 
of wetlands that could have mitigated the 
storm’s impact. Second, after Hurricane 
Betsy, which hit the Gulf Coast in 1965, the 
Corps was ordered to create a system of le- 
vees and canals to protect the city, a project 
that was supposed to take 13 years. When 
Hurricane Katrina hit, the flood system was 
still only partly done — and done poorly 
at that. Even the Corps’ own “Performance 
Evaluation” was highly critical: 


The System did not perform as a sys- 
tem; the hurricane protection in New 
Orleans and Southeast Louisiana was 
a system in name only.... 


The pumping stations [were] not 
designed to operate in major hurri- 
cane conditions. The system’s per- 
formance was compromised by the 
incompleteness of the system, the 
inconsistency in levels of protection, 
and the lack of redundance.... 

[Failures] were caused by differ- 
ences in the quality of materials used 
in the levees, differences in the con- 
servativeness of floodwall designs, 
and variations in structure protection 
elevations. 


The judge who adjudicated a lawsuit by 
65,000 people who sued the Corps after- 
ward gave a scorching review of the fail- 
ures of the Corps of Engineers, and he 
didn’t make the Corps pay off only because 
federal legislation protects the federal gov- 
ernment from having to pay such lawsuits. 

Similarly, the American Society of Civil 
Engineers (ASCE) rates our country’s in- 
frastructure every four years, and gave it 
a D+ in 2017. CNBC’s On the Money re- 
ported that ASCE Executive Director Tom 
Smith said, 


“We’re looking at aviation, bridges, 
roads, transit, dams, levees, schools, 
parks, solid waste, drinking water, 
waste water,” he told CNBC. “Un- 
fortunately, 12 out of 16 categories 
are in the ‘D’ range, which is ‘poor’ 
or ‘at-risk’, which is really reflecting 
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Debt is doing us in: According to treasurydirect.gov, U.S. debt payments were $523 billion in 
2018. And they are climbing. Soon just our debt payments and mandatory spending (mainly 
welfare spending) will eat up all revenue collected by the U.S. government. This state of debt 


cannot continue, but government ignores it. 


a lot of our infrastructure being at the 
end of its useful life.” 

Smith said the ASCE calculated a 
$2 trillion dollar infrastructure fund- 
ing gap between 2015 and 2025. He 
added that about half of that is for 
surface transportation, which in- 
cludes transit, roads, bridges and rail. 


Meanwhile the National Park System has 
a $12 billion backlog of needed mainte- 
nance, even though it gets charitable dona- 
tions via the National Park Foundation, the 
park service’s official charitable partner. 


Government and Public Schools 

As to school performance, the article “32 
million American adults can’t read: why lit- 
eracy is the key to growth” said, “Approxi- 
mately 32 million adults in the United States 
can’t read, according to the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education and the National Institute 
of Literacy. The Organisation for Economic 
Co-operation and Development found that 
50 percent of U.S. adults can’t read a book 
written at an eighth-grade level.” Since a 
book at an eighth-grade level is not a dif- 
ficult read, that means that 50 percent of 
American adults are either functionally il- 
literate or very close to being so. 

With school curricula largely dictated at 
state and federal levels in a socialist model 
and schools having many years to get the 
programs working correctly, this shouldn’t 
be the case. But it is. Notably, it is getting 
steadily worse. 


As well, according to The Nation’s Re- 


port Card for 2017, 27 percent of the na- 
tion’s eighth-graders had /ess than a basic 
understanding of math. 

And some of the highest-spending school 
districts perform the worst, with students in 
Detroit and Washington, D.C., doing abom- 
inably. Moreover, a recent federally funded 
study on the federal government’s Common 
Core standards by the Center on Standards, 
Alignment, Instruction and Learning found 
that Common Core has had disastrous re- 
sults. An article entitled “Study: Common 
Core Had ‘Significant Negative Effect’ on 
Students” reported: 


Basically, if the Common Core 
scheme had never existed, students 
would have been much better off, 
according to researchers at the fed- 
erally funded Center on Standards, 
Alignment, Instruction and Learning. 
Results show that student per- 
formance declined in both read- 
ing and math as a result of Com- 
mon Core, the researchers noted. 
“Contrary to our expectation, we 
found that [Common Core] had sig- 
nificant negative effects on 4th grad- 
ers’ reading achievement during the 
7 years after the adoption of the new 
standards,” the study found. 

... The controversial standards 
also “had a significant negative ef- 
fect on 8th graders’ math achieve- 
ment 7 years after adoption based 
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Effect of minimum-wage laws: The vast majority of economists believe that minimum-wage laws 
lead to fewer job openings for the uneducated — the primary group the laws are supposed to 
help — because expensive, uneducated workers usually lead to monetary losses for companies. 


on analyses of [National Assessment 
of Educational Progress] composite 
scores,” according to the analysis. 
Researchers were surprised at how 
bad it was. Mengli Song, one of the 
authors of the study, noted that it is 
getting worse, too. “It’s rather un- 
expected,” Song explained. “The 
magnitude of the negative effects [of 
Common Core] tend[s] to increase 
over time. That’s a little troubling.” 


When public schools are criticized, social- 
ists often respond that students in countries 
with national standards have typically out- 
scored Americans on tests. However, they 
skew the facts. The Heritage Foundation 
pointed out in its article “Why National 
Standards Won’t Fix American Education: 
Misalignment of Power and Incentives”: 


While countries that outperform the 
United States on international tests 
have national standards, so do most 
of those countries that score lower 
than the U.S. In further defiance of the 
hypothetical rule, Canada handily out- 
scores the United States on internation- 
al exams but has no national standards. 


Not surprisingly, U.S. homeschooled 
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students, as a group, outperform public- 
school kids. There’s more, but we’ll finish 
by saying we notice that most successful 
public-school students have parents filling 
in their kids’ learning gaps at home. 


What’s a Government to Do? 

The aforementioned list of failing socialist 
federal programs, too, could go on and on, 
with programs such as Medicaid making it 
difficult for people in the program to find 
doctors who will see them. Legislative 
“fixes” for the needy also often cause far 
more harm than good, such as legislation 
requiring rent controls, price controls, 
minimum-wage laws, and more. 

Yet socialists want more government 
control of our lives via a whole slew of 
new government programs. But not only 
would the desired government programs 
and legislation on the socialist wish list not 
aid Americans or the country as a whole, 
the country simply can’t afford them. Tax- 
ing “the rich” even more than they are now 
(the top 10 percent of American earners 
already pays 69.47 percent of all income 
tax revenues) wouldn’t come close to cov- 
ering the new programs. 

Socialist dreamers want income-trans- 
fer programs to pay off all college student 
loans, and pay for free college in the future; 
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paid family leave; an increased minimum 
wage for those working; a minimum in- 
come for those who cannot — or will not 
— work; a complete revamping of the 
U.S. energy industry; open borders to the 
world’s poor; and reparations for slavery. 
Yet according to year 2016 federal income 
tax data released by the IRS last year, tax- 
ing away fully half of all income of the top 
five percent of income earners in America 
(those with incomes of $197,651 or greater) 
would net the country only an additional 
$947.5 billion. Though in 2016 that might 
have erased the country’s spending deficit 
for the year (which was $587 billion that 
year), the deficit for 2019 is expected to be 
between $900 billion and $1 trillion (main- 
ly because interest on the national debt is 
skyrocketing). All that new taxation would 
simply balance the budget — not pay for 
new socialist programs, and even that rate 
of taxation is likely unworkable: High-paid 
doctors would retire; businessmen around 
the country would close up shop (causing 
massive layoffs and lower tax revenues); 
and those business executives who are truly 
irreplaceable because of their background 
knowledge would demand higher pay, 
driving up the costs of goods and services, 
subsequently hurting the poor and elderly. 
Socialists are truly dreaming in Technicolor. 

If we follow the advice of those who 
call themselves democratic socialists, such 
as Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cor- 
tez (D-N.Y.), who says when asked about 
the costs of her plans, “You just pay for 
it,” the country will have to print money 
at a rate sure to cause hyperinflation of our 
currency. This would devastate the lives 
of the great majority of Americans, as is 
happening in socialist Venezuela right 
now and has happened in socialist coun- 
tries the world over. America is presently 
$22 trillion in debt, paid over $523 billion 
just on interest on the debt in 2018 accord- 
ing to the U.S. Treasury, and is on pace to 
soon see mandatory spending — including 
Social Security, Medicaid, Medicare, and 
other welfare programs — and interest on 
the debt eat up all tax revenues. 

When listening to socialists talk about 
all of the new spending plans they have, 
you just have to remember one thing: 
Promises that are made without the money 
to pay for them are no promises at all. 

Instead of more socialism, wouldn’t the 
country be better off with less? Hi 
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The flaws of socialism are somewhat hidden in countries that 
enacted socialism after they were wealthy, but in countries that 
instituted it when they were poor, the trends are clear. 


by Charles Scaliger 


ith much of the world adopt- 

ing socialism in some form, it 

can be difficult to generalize 
about what socialism actually is. Socialist 
countries such as Sweden, Sri Lanka, and 
North Korea are worlds apart, featuring 
very different climates, cultures, and stan- 
dards of living. The reason for this illusion 
of diversity is that the starting point for so- 
cialism is so different from one country to 
the next. Some countries adopt socialism 
after having amassed a lot of wealth via the 
free market, while others adopt socialism 
in the hopes that it will somehow lift them 
out of longstanding poverty and degraded 
standards of living. For some, socialism is 
imposed suddenly and violently, as with 
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Soviet Russia and Communist China. For 
others, it makes its appearance incremen- 
tally, over several generations, corroding 
wealth and social mores so gradually that 
many fail to notice its encroachments. Fi- 
nally, its effects are harder to sort out in 
countries, such as China, where the culture 
is predisposed toward collectivism. 
Generalizations invite criticism based 
on the odd exception that humanity, with 
its endless inventiveness, can always pro- 
vide. For example, it is widely claimed that 
socialism, practiced judiciously, can lead 
to the same standard of living enjoyed by 
certain northern European countries, such 
as Sweden and Denmark. But northwest- 
ern European countries enjoy an advan- 
tage not shared by other parts of the world, 
namely, that they amassed large amounts 


Costs of socialism: In countries that instituted 
socialism while they were poor, we usually see 
stagnant economies, not gaining the wealth or 
knowledge base to shift to First World status. 


of wealth and attained great prosperity as a 
result of several centuries of comparative 
liberty and the economic and technologi- 
cal growth that it spurred. And socialism 
is just as costly in Denmark as in Laos, but 
the difference is that — for now — Danes 
have the assets to pay the massive tax rates 
needed to sustain all of the “free” benefits 
of socialism. (See page 37.) 

This author has lived in a number of so- 
cialist countries, ranging from democratic 
socialism in Spain and Peronist socialism 
in Argentina, to Third World socialism in 
India and Sri Lanka, and even the commu- 
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Under socialism, adhesives do not adhere, binders don’t bind, locks don’t lock (for long), 
and switches don't switch — because the metal, plastic, glue, and other products used 
in their manufacture are inferior. 


> 
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nist dictatorship of the People’s Republic of 
China. Some of these countries have found 
ways to offset some of the ravages of so- 
cialism: Spain enjoys membership in the 
EU and, like other “Club Med” countries, 
has received considerable largess from 
more prosperous countries elsewhere in 
the bloc, especially Germany. China has en- 
couraged massive foreign investment, has 
loosened the reins considerably on domes- 
tic entrepreneurship, and has learned how 
to manipulate supplies of foreign currency 
and balances of trade to gain competitive 
advantage, all of which have resulted in 
spectacular growth in recent years. But in 
all of these cases, the realities of socialism 
become apparent eventually to those who 
actually live in such countries. 

Overall, the following conditions 
(among many others) may be found wher- 
ever socialism has existed for a significant 
interval: 

Everything breaks easily: Few of us 
truly appreciate the benefits of a free so- 
ciety, including marketplace competition, 
until we experience its absence. Every 
item manufactured and sold in the modern 
world is the product of literally thousands 


34 


of hands and minds contributing to its pro- 
duction in many seen and unseen ways. 
In a free market economy, most produc- 
ers strive to improve quality and reliabil- 
ity — lest the competition do it instead. In 
most modern socialist countries, you can 
buy the same types of items in stores that 
Americans take for granted — household 
appliances, plastic bags, toilet paper, paint, 
plaster and other building materials, and so 
on. But newcomers to socialist economies 
are always startled at how fragile and per- 
ishable everything seems to be, compared 
to American products. Paint flakes off walls 
within a few months of being applied, book 
and notebook bindings fall apart after scant 
use, wall fixtures such as clothing racks and 
hooks fall out of walls as a result of disinte- 
grating plaster, household appliances often 
fail within a few weeks or months after pur- 
chase, and plastic — compared to that used 
in America — is brittle and unreliable. 
Much of this is a consequence of inferior 
materials research and quality control, and 
these in turn are a result of the absence or 
near-absence of competition to spur inno- 
vation. In China, most plastic garbage bags 
are tiny and nearly impossible to use, since 


Second-rate recall items: In 2015, when 

the Apple Watch was coming out, it was 
discovered that a key component sourced in 
China was defective and broke down. Socialist 
countries very often offer substandard goods 
to customers — because they can. 


any object with an edge (including a piece 
of discarded paper) will easily gash the bag 
and cause trash to cascade onto the floor. It 
turns out that, in countries where Hefty Bags 
neither exist nor are permitted to contrast 
their “heftiness” with the “wimpiness” of the 
competition for the benefit of the discern- 
ing consumer, no one takes much thought to 
produce trash bags with any capacity. 

The same is true for many other con- 
sumer items. Under socialism, adhesives 
do not adhere, binders don’t bind, locks 
don’t lock (for long), and switches don’t 
switch — because the metal, plastic, glue, 
and other products used in their manufac- 
ture are all of inferior quality. Socialism is 
the ultimate anti-progress mindset because 
it denies any benefit for competition based 
on enlightened self-interest. The result is 
the de-modernizing of the modern world, 
one failed plastic bag at a time. 

Drinking the water is hazardous: 
Water purification technology is genera- 
tions old, and Americans as long as any- 
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one alive can remember have been able to 
drink water from a tap or a garden hose, 
but somehow the socialist world, from 
Mexico to China, never got the memo. 
Building pipes that keep wastewater and 
drinking water separate would not seem 
too daunting a task, yet hundreds of mil- 
lions of people worldwide rely on bottled 
and boiled water for consumption. The 
reasons are not hard to see. Pipes are as 
unreliably made as other manufactured 
products, and frequently rupture, mixing 
wastewater with clean water. Constructing 
sewer systems and waste treatment plants 
is too expensive for cash-strapped socialist 
governments to do well. In the least-de- 
veloped parts of the socialist world, such 
as large swaths of Africa, the technology 
simply does not exist. In other areas, such 
as India, water and sewage are conveyed, 
not through pipes but through ditches and 
canals with porous sides, ensuring con- 
tamination of the groundwater. 

Sewers and drains work poorly, if at 
all: This is a problem familiar to anyone 
who has traveled in Mexico or Central 
America. In every public restroom and 
many hotel bathrooms, signs warn not to 
throw used toilet paper in the toilet but in- 
stead to deposit it in the trash receptacle 
beside the toilet provided for that purpose. 


This unsanitary and backward practice is 
the rule in much of Asia and Africa, in ad- 
dition to Latin America — which is why 
most people in such countries prefer to use 
water to clean their backsides rather than 
toilet paper. To be sure, toilet paper can 
be purchased in countries such as India 
and China — but unlike American-made 
products, it is typically coarse and heavy- 
ply and will not break up after a few hours 
under water. In addition, plumbing is much 
narrower and more fragile, since manufac- 
turing sturdier, wider pipes through which 
used toilet paper could actually pass is 
too expensive. Not only that, drains block 
up catastrophically and easily, especially 
when it rains heavily. In China, where this 
author recently spent nearly a year, sewer 
gas from partially clogged sewers was a 
constant issue, even though his place of 
residence was a luxury villa ostensibly 
designed for foreigners and well-heeled 
locals. Moreover, the arrival of the spring 
rainy season occasioned a sudden and cat- 
astrophic backup of every single toilet and 
urinal in the public men’s bathroom in his 
place of employ. It is ironic that one of the 
most abundant and essential life-giving 
compounds, water, is rendered scarce and 
all-but-unusable by socialism. 

The economy is largely built around 


Don’t drink the water: With water-borne ailments being so common that Mexico became the highest 


consumer of bottled water and sugary drinks, socialist Mexico mandated that restaurants provide 
filtered water to customers — rather than provide clean water from the source to the customer. 
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foreign tourism: With socialist economies 
being unable to create adequate wealth, 
many socialist governments place heavy 
emphasis on foreign tourism as a means of 
attracting wealth from outside their borders. 
This is the reason that relatively poor and 
undeveloped countries, particularly in the 
tropical regions, are studded with beach 
resorts, colorful trekking routes, lush rain- 
forest ecolodges complete with spas and 
ziplines, scuba diving facilities, wild ani- 
mal safari parks, and other popular tourist 
draws. Visitors to the likes of Mexico, the 
Dominican Republic, Costa Rica, Thailand, 
Sri Lanka, Nepal, and many other destina- 
tions are often struck by the extraordinary 
poverty away from the tourist zones. In such 
countries, resort and tourist areas bulge with 
modern hotels and restaurants, modern su- 
permarkets and malls, slick car and tour 
bus rentals, and stores crammed with travel 
supplies and artwork. All this, while only 
blocks away, ordinary locals typically live 
in squalor and poverty, since jobs in the non- 
tourist sector are always underpaid. Under 
such conditions, the temptation for locals to 
engage not only in lawful commerce with 
well-heeled foreigners, but also drug traf- 
ficking, fraud, and prostitution (including 
the abomination of child prostitution) is 
very high. Tourist zones in many such coun- 
tries, such as Thailand and Sri Lanka, are 
notorious for the worst imaginable types of 
sex trafficking, incentivized by the one sec- 
tor in such otherwise destitute economies 
where there is money to be made. 

Walls, barbed wire, and broken glass: 
Although the great poet Robert Frost once 
famously proclaimed that “something there 
is that doesn’t love a wall,” that stricture 
does not apply to socialist countries. Even a 
casual visitor to most of the socialist world 
cannot fail to notice the prevalence of walls, 
usually topped with barbed or razor wire 
and jagged pieces of broken glass stuck 
in the cement. Such walls, which encircle 
virtually every business and private resi- 
dence of any worth, are the most noticeable 
feature of any upper or middle-class neigh- 
borhood, whether one lives in China, India, 
Spain, or Mexico. The reason for this perva- 
sive feature of urban geography is that so- 
cialist governments generally disarm their 
citizens, leaving people defenseless against 

home invaders and other violent criminals. 
Private security guards are everywhere, 
but they seldom if ever possess weapons. 
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Criminals are generally well-armed and re- 
sourceful, so in addition to high walls, many 
residences and stores also have barred win- 
dows. In socialist dystopia, every man’s 
home of necessity becomes a prison of his 
own devising, insulating him from violence 
he is otherwise defenseless against, even as 
he lives behind bars, locks, and walls that 
would do credit to any penitentiary. 

Poor power grid and communications 
infrastructure: In most socialist countries 
outside of Western Europe, electrical out- 
ages are common, especially when they are 
least convenient, such as during heat waves. 
This is true to the extent that such coun- 
tries are electrified at all; large parts of rural 
India and Africa, for example, still possess 
little or no electrification, and even in urban 
areas, electrical service can be so unreliable 
that all responsible businesses (hotels that 
cater to foreigners expecting dependable 
A/C and cable TV, for example) must invest 
heavily in industrial-grade generators. And 
in countries such as China, where the elec- 
trical grid is on a firmer footing, other fea- 
tures of modern infrastructure dependent 
on power, such as Internet and cellphone 
networks, are sketchy at best. In some such 
countries (China being the most notorious 
example), government censorship of the 
Internet and monitoring of cellphone usage 
is a major contributing factor, but even 
without these headaches, Internet and cell- 
phone service in most socialist countries is 
far below modern Western standards. To 
use the Internet in socialist countries is to 
struggle constantly to get video to stream 
properly, to circumvent maddening blocks 
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on foreign news and other websites deemed 
inappropriate by government censors, and 
to learn what times of day to do video chats 
with friends in the United States (usually 
late at night local time, when few users are 
online) to avoid constant fluctuations in 
signal strength that sever fragile connec- 
tions again and again. 

Strict currency controls: Socialist 
countries are, in general, happy to welcome 
foreigners whose pockets bulge with cov- 
eted “hard” currencies such as U.S. dollars 
and euros, but not so willing to allow those 
same foreigners to depart with any foreign 
or even local cash in their pockets. Some 
countries prohibit all but token amounts 
of local currency to be exported, while 
others (China is a notable example) make 
it well-nigh impossible for foreigners liv- 
ing and working in their country to send 
money abroad by any means. Money wires 
are strictly controlled and monitored by 
such governments, despite international 
agreements that prohibit such restrictions 
on the more-or-less free flow of money. 
Thus, to live and work as a foreigner in a 
socialist country is one thing; to actually 
move one’s earnings outside that country 
is quite another. Some socialist regimes, 
such as China, have proven exceptionally 
adept at accumulating U.S. dollars while 
managing to keep the supply of their own 
currency low, thus insulating themselves 
from many of the effects of inflation en- 
demic to modern economies. But it only 
works if they prevent too much hard cur- 
rency from leaving, and avoid printing too 
much of their own currency. This can only 
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Prisons of their own making: Because 
socialist countries generally disarm their 
populations, law-abiding people often live 
behind bars to obtain some safety from the 
criminal element. 


happen if currency is allowed in, but pre- 
vented from leaving. 

Censorship and propaganda: Social- 
ism is not merely an economic program; it 
is also a blueprint for radically restructuring 
traditional cultures and social mores. Hence 
socialism cannot exert its dark charms with- 
out heavy doses of censorship and propa- 
ganda, the latter to promote its false claims, 
and the former, to erase from people’s 
minds any awareness or recollection of so- 
cialism’s alternative, liberty. Such measures 
take different external forms, depending on 
the flavor and degree of socialism. In Com- 
munist China, for example, red banners ex- 
tolling the virtues of communism and the 
need to adhere to its “pure” principles are 
everywhere to be seen, along with, increas- 
ingly, images of China’s powerful president, 
Xi Jinping. China has perhaps the world’s 
most sophisticated censorship via the so- 
called Great Firewall that prevents Chinese 
from accessing potentially subversive West- 
ern sites such as social media (Facebook in 
particular), YouTube, Wikipedia, and all 
Google-related websites and search engines. 
In more “democratic socialist” countries, 
political posters and campaigns to eradicate 
various social ills are omnipresent, ensuring 
that the government is literally at the center 
of all human activity. 

Everyone wants to leave: Visitors to 
most socialist countries from the United 
States are often asked for help to emigrate, 
by any means possible. Most people in 
such countries accept that nothing will 
ever change, and the more enterprising 
among them seek to escape to find oppor- 
tunity elsewhere. 

ok 23k 

Overall, socialism has managed to 
flourish by parasitizing the free world. As 
long as socialist countries and their ruling 
oligarchies are able to enrich themselves 
via foreign aid and investment from capi- 
talist countries, the illusion of socialism 
will continue to fascinate short-sighted 
idealists everywhere. But for those forced 
to endure its day-to-day exactions — 
whether or not they fully grasp the mecha- 
nisms behind its failure — the bloom has 
long since been off the socialist rose. Hi 
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DiENMARK H 
The Scandinavian countries are held out as the models of 


socialist success, but as the old saying goes, “Be careful 
about what you wish for. You just might get it.” 


by Edward J. Meninger 


0, we don’t want to turn America into Venezuela! Why 
N can’t you silly conservatives understand that when we 

say we want socialism, we mean that we want to turn 
America into Denmark, Norway, or Sweden? Duh! 

Why? Because Scandinavia is awesome! It’s the Place That 
Makes Socialism Work™. Free healthcare, free childcare, free 
college education, free retirement, strict gun control, very low 
crime, great track record on gender equality and LGBT rights, 
and most people are atheist or agnostic. No one is rich, no one 
is poor. What could be better? It’s a virtual paradise on Earth, 
brought to you by socialism. 

Really? If all you know about Scandinavia are the above-men- 
tioned claims, keep reading, because you might just be in for a 
rude awakening. 

Taxes: The people of Denmark, Sweden, and Norway pay for 
their social programs through high taxes. Not only that, but the 
taxes fall mostly on the middle class. 

The top effective income tax rate in Denmark is 55.9 percent 
for 2019. But only the rich pay that much, right? Well, not really: 
Everyone earning more than approximately $7,000 a year (that’s 
poor people) in Denmark pays nearly 20 percent of his income inf spay gy 
taxes, including an eight-percent tax for healthcare, etc. And that ff I M u 
top bracket of 55.9 percent isn’t exactly Elizabeth Warren’s “ultra- === 
millionaire” tax either: It kicks in at the equivalent of $77,000 a 
year. Solidly middle-class people in Denmark can expect to pay 
nearly 40 percent of their income in taxes. 

And that’s just income taxes. Don’t forget about the VAT (Value- 
added Tax); it’s essentially a sales tax of 25 percent on everything, 
even food. Yes, you read that right: Everyone, even poor people, 
pays a 25-percent tax on food. The VAT is truly a regressive tax, 
i.e., it affects lower-income people more than high-income people 
because lower-income people spend a bigger percentage of their 
income buying necessities. Norway and Sweden have a 25-percent 
VAT, too, but they give the poor a break and tax food at “only” 15 
percent and 12 percent, respectively. 

It’s true that average wages are higher in Scandinavia than in 
many parts of the United States. But this, coupled with the high 
taxes, makes just about everything a lot more expensive. For in- 
stance, few people go out to eat, as restaurants are too expensive. ff images 
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Public or private? People are shown here outside a privatized pharmacy in Sweden. Since 2008, 
pharmacies in Sweden have been open to private competition. Scandinavian countries are seeing 
more and more of this type of deregulation. If socialism works so well, why are these countries 
becoming less socialist? 
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Or how about this: Say you want to buy a 
new car as a reward for landing that dream 
job after you graduate from college. You’ ll 
pay a 180-percent tax on that new car in 
Denmark. You’re welcome. 

But Scandinavian countries must have 
really high corporate taxes, right? Not 
true: All three have lower corporate taxes 
than the United States (if you count state 
corporate taxes). So yes, the taxes really 
do fall on the workers, not the wealthy. 

Healthcare is free in Scan- 
dinavia because the government is so smart 
they just “figure it out,” right? Wrong! Ob- 
viously, it’s not really “free.” It’s paid for 
by taxes. And everyone pays for healthcare, 
not just “the rich.” OK, but at least every- 
body gets great healthcare coverage! Well, 
not quite. Everybody gets coverage, but 
it’s not all that great. The quality of care is 
good, but the service is terrible. 

Here’s what a native Swede named Klaus 
Bermpainter said about his healthcare: 


For non-emergency cases in Sweden, 
you must go to the public “Healthcare 
Central.” This is always the starting 
point for anything from the common 
flu to brain tumors. You must go to 
your assigned Central, according 
to your healthcare district. Admis- 
sion is by appointment only. Usually 
they have a 30-minute window every 
morning, when you call to claim one 
of the budgeted slots. Make sure to call 


38 


early or they run out. Rarely will you 
get an appointment for the same day. 
You will be assigned a general practi- 
tioner, probably one you have never 
met before; likely one who does not 
speak fluent Swedish; and very likely 
one who hates his job. If you have a 
serious condition, you will be started 
on a path of referrals to experts. This 
process can take months.... 

This healthcare “bread line” is 
where people die. It happens regularly 
that by the time a patient gets to see an 
expert, his condition has progressed 
beyond remedy. It also happens fre- 
quently that referrals get lost... 

The emergency room is a different 
experience altogether. Unless you are 
suffocating or are hemorrhaging pro- 
fusely, you should expect to wait 5-7 
hours to see a doctor. You can only 
hope for this “high” level of service 
if you arrive on a workday and during 
office hours. After hours, or on week- 
ends, it is worse. Doctors are mostly 
busy filling out forms for the central 
health care authorities, scribbling 
codes in little boxes to report services 
rendered, instead of seeing patients. 
There have been cases reported where 
patients have seen a doctor immedi- 
ately, but such cases are rare. 

It is important to plan any major 
health problems you intend to have 
outside of June, July, and August, be- 


cause in the summer months, hospitals 
are virtually shut down for vacation. 


Long wait times plague government-run 
medical systems, and Denmark, Sweden, 
and Norway are no exception to this rule. 
Sweden, for example, has thrown a lot of 
money at its healthcare system to allevi- 
ate the long wait times, but to little avail. 
Here’s some more food for thought: More 
than five percent of Swedes and nearly a 
quarter of Danes purchase private health 
insurance to supplement their UtopiaCare. 
Wouldn’t Bernie Sanders make that illegal? 
The idea behind “free” col- 
lege is that everyone can now get a college 
degree, and thus everyone will be cata- 
pulted into the middle class. The thing is, 
if everyone has a college degree, a college 
degree is essentially useless; it’s basically 
the new high-school diploma. Not only 
that, but statistics show that even though 
college is “free,” not everyone in Scandi- 
navian countries goes to college. It’s about 
the same rate as in other developed coun- 
tries. In fact, few kids from poor families 
go to college, even though it’s “free.” 
Surprisingly, “free” education is actually 
very expensive. Scandinavia at one time of- 
fered free college to foreign students, but 
Denmark and Sweden had to stop doing this 
because they couldn’t afford it. Funny how 
that works. Norway still offers its “free for 
foreigners” program, but they have a way 
to pay for it that you probably won’t like. 
Scandinavian countries 
are world-renowned for protecting the en- 
vironment. But what might upset a lot of 
people is the fact that Norway funds its 
generous welfare state with its state-run 
oil industry. Yep, you read that right. When 
you’re enjoying that “free” healthcare with 
long wait times and that “free” education in 
Norway, you can feel good knowing that 
Big Oil is paying for it! And Denmark gets 
a lot of its energy from coal and oil, not just 
from those pretty wind turbines off its coast. 
So the bottom line is that the social- 
ism in Scandinavian countries isn’t all 
rainbows and unicorns like many Ameri- 
cans think. The middle class and poor pay 
the taxes (including that 25-percent tax 
on food in Denmark), corporations get a 
break, the healthcare isn’t all that great, 
and the country with the biggest welfare 
programs pays for it with oil money. 
Do you really want this in America? 
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by Dennis Behreanat 


ing high school or making your way 

through college, or maybe even just 
entering the workforce, you have been 
made keenly aware of inequality by your 
teachers, your guidance counselors, and 
by nearly everything you see and hear in 
the media. 

You have been told, repeatedly, and 
may even believe, some of the following: 
The one-percent exploit everyone else; 
white people have an unfair advantage 
over everyone else; workers are exploit- 
ed by business owners; the justice system 
only works for the rich; conservatives 
and/or Republicans are Nazis; freedom 
of speech is a cover for intolerance and 
hate; it’s unfair that some people have 
more wealth than others, and they got that 
wealth by cheating, lying, and deceiving 
others, or by using their unearned “white 
privilege.” 

If you believe these things, and others 
like them, then you likely believe that 
there is only one valid solution to the 
problem. And that is, we must get rid of 
capitalism, overthrow any whiff of privi- 
lege, and institute a fair system of social- 
ism that takes care of the underprivileged 
and takes away any unfair advantages that 
others seem to enjoy. 

If this were attempted, would it work? 
Would such a system actually result in a 
better society, one that offered greater but 
more-evenly distributed prosperity? 

Well, there is no need to guess or specu- 
late. In fact, over the last 10 to 12 decades 
there have been many nations that have 
tried to implement just the type of social- 
ist system that is now so widely recom- 
mended for America. How did those ef- 
forts turn out? 

The short answer is: not very well. Let’s 
examine some of the outcomes. 


| oday, if you are a young adult, finish- 
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e Deadly history 
OF SOCIALISM 


& 7 am 
Bodies of proof: British officer Leslie Hardman stands before amass grave at the Nazi ie 


Belsen death camp. As in Nazi Germany, the history of socialism is one of mass brutality, 
starvation, cruelty, and genocide. 


a 


Many Americans, especially young people, want to get 

rid of capitalism — because of its inequality — and install 
socialism as a replacement. But such a plan has been tried 
all over the world, with disastrous results. 
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The “Cossacks ... were exterminated, the men shot, the women, children and the elderly 
deported, and the villages razed or handed over to new, non-Cossack occupants,” wrote 
the authors of The Black Book of Communism. 


Germany 

In the 1930s and 1940s, until the destruc- 
tion of the Hitler regime in 1945, Germany 
was a socialist nation. No doubt, you’ve 
heard that this isn’t true, that Germany 
was a fascist nation or a Nazi nation. 
Moreover, you’ve been told, repeatedly, 
that Nazism is an ideology of the politics 
of the Right. More bluntly, you have been 
told, or at least you’ve heard repeatedly, 
that conservatives and Republicans are 
today’s modern, racist Nazis. 

Let’s clear up this foggy notion straight 
away. “Nazi” is an acronym for the full 
name of the party in question: the Nation- 
alsozialistische Deutsche Arbeiterpartei 
or NSDAP. In English that is the National 
Socialist German Workers Party. Let’s put 
a fine point on this: In Nazi-era Germany, 
the plan was to build a socialist nation fa- 
voring ethnic Germans by ending the sup- 
posed privileges others, such as the Jewish 
minority, were imagined to have. 

This tells you something very specific 
about socialism in general that we will see 
played out again and again everywhere so- 
cialism is implemented. While the prevail- 
ing belief today is that socialism is about 
fairness for everyone, the reality is that 
socialism is really about favoring some 
group or groups over all others. In Nazi 
Germany, the group to be favored was the 
ethnic Germans. 

Now, socialism, when instituted, has 
both economic and social consequences. 
These may appear unevenly, depending 
on the means and areas of emphasis of 
socialist strategies of implementation. In 
Nazi Germany, the most immediate and 
obvious impacts were in the area of social 
consequences. 

It’s all well and good to speak in theo- 
retical terms, but let’s make this personal. 
Suppose you are a young high-school aged 
person in 1938 Germany. You are and 
have been close friends with the boy or 
girl next door, who, like you, is ethnically 
German. Unfortunately, your neighbor, 
while just as German as you, is also Jew- 
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ish. And his father, who for years worked 
hard to build up the success of a clothing 
factory, was no different than your father 
who worked hard leading a local chemical 
factory. While your father, proud of his red 
Nazi arm band, prospered and his factory 
grew large selling the ingredients of war 
and death to the regime, your neighbor’s 
father was forced to sell his clothing facto- 
ry to an “Aryan” for pennies on the dollar. 
Then, one day not long after, you noticed 
that local family had disappeared, carted 
off to a concentration camp. 

Lest you think this is fiction, be as- 
sured that it is not. It is, in fact, the story, 
in broad outline, of a young man named 
Gert Silberbart. Interviewed after the war 
about his experience when he was only 18 
years old, he recalled how his family was 
arrested in Berlin early in March 1943. 
Soon thereafter, the family was loaded 
into cattle cars for the three-day journey to 
the Auschwitz death camp. After that, Gert 
never saw his family again. He survived 


unimaginable conditions including slave 
labor, death marches, beatings, starvation, 
and much more, until the American armies 
reached nearby. At that point, a concen- 
tration camp commander promised that all 
prisoners would be peacefully and quietly 
handed over. Gert didn’t believe this, and 
rightfully so, as tens of thousands who 
were unable to hide were killed. 

Gert described the ordeal at length: “I 
had hidden in several blocks, in basements, 
partly in the sewers ... in holes in the sewage 
system, in attics, in short, in every hideout 
where I could disappear,” he recounted of 
his survival tactics. “Thus I was hiding for 
about a week. Constantly there was the call 
for the Jews to come out [‘Juden raus,” lit- 
erally ‘Jews out’] and when the largest part 
of the Jews were gone, they went after the 
Christians. There were daily transports from 
the camp, so that in the camp that had held 
100,000 people a week before, at the point 
of liberation by the Americans on April 11, 
there were only 22,000 people left.” 


Heil socialism: Supporters cheer Adolf Hitler in Germany in 1931. The Nazis were socialists who 


sought to rid Germany of the privilege they imagined that the Jewish minority enjoyed. Inevitably, 


this led to tyranny and terror on a massive scale. 
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Because the Nazis wanted to 
have “fairness” for “Aryans,” 
they persecuted and murdered 
most everyone else. Does 
this strike anyone as fair? Of 
course not. Yet to many Ger- 
mans of the era, and especially 
to the fervent followers of the 
NSDAP, their victims received 
what they had coming to them 
for being hitherto thought to be 
unfairly advantaged compared 
to the average German work- 
er. It doesn’t matter that there 
wasn’t any actual advantage 
enjoyed by the Silberbart fam- 
ily or by those other millions 
of men, women, and children 
whose lives were destroyed 
by the Nazis. Facts, in social- 
ist systems, don’t matter. Only 
feelings matter. Only outrage 
matters. Only propaganda 
matters. To socialists, the indi- 
vidual lives of those outside of 
the favored group don’t matter. 

What was the result of this, 
in Nazi Germany? Millions 
were enslaved. Millions were 
murdered in cold blood. 

There is much that can be 
said about the specifics of 
Nazi Germany. But the sa- 
lient point, the most important 
point, and one that you will 
see repeated with so many 
socialist efforts, is that millions of people 
who did not deserve to be killed were mur- 
dered by the socialist government. 

Keep in mind, also, that the blood- 
drenched Nazi government came to power 
legally. Moreover, Germany before the 
Nazis was hardly a backwater. It was the 
most advanced nation in Europe, with 
the world’s best scientists in physics and 
chemistry, a robust and prosperous indus- 
trial economy, and a centuries’ long his- 
tory as a leader in the arts, in literature and 
in philosophy. 

After the war, Germany was divided 
between the armies of the Allies and the 
Soviet Union. Thus split in two, Germany 
now became two nations, a free Germany 
in the west, and, in the east, a communist 
gulag state. 

Both versions of Germany started from 
the same point economically and socially. 
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The Berlin Wall: Constructed in 1961 : the wall was built by Communist 
East Germany to keep people from fleeing the terror state to the freedom 
and prosperity of the West. 


Devastated by war, their housing stock, 
factories, distribution networks, commu- 
nications channels, and, above all, their 
people, were in shambles. In one part 
of the country, growth and development 
would take place under the free, Western 
model. In the east, growth and develop- 
ment would take place under the commu- 
nist-socialist model. This gives us a perfect 
opportunity to understand if the socialist 
theory is correct: that under the socialist 
system people are happier, healthier, and 
wealthier than under the Western system 
of freedom. 

From the Cold War Western point of 
view, it’s long been obvious which ver- 
sion of Germany was more successful. In 
the West, the damage from the war was 
quickly repaired. The West German econ- 
omy rapidly became the most successful 
in Europe, and goods and services were 


readily available. In East 
Germany, by contrast, dam- 
age from the war lingered for 
decades. Cars were rare and 
uniformly horrible. Travel 
was heavily restricted and the 
population was kept in check 
by the Stasi, the much-feared 
secret police. 

As with the Nazi regime, 
we again have eyewitness ac- 
counts of conditions in East 
Germany. Among the best of 
these are the letters from East 
Germans that American Ger- 
man-language teacher David 
F. Strack received over sever- 
al decades from ordinary East 
Germans that detailed aspects 
of their lives. 

Strack, himself, had had 
occasion to visit East Germa- 
ny, starting in the mid-1960s. 
Recounting his first visit to 
East Berlin in the opening 
pages of his book Letters 
Over the Wall: Life in Com- 
munist East Germany, he 
told of seeing extreme battle 
damage to buildings that still 
hadn’t been repaired even 
two decades after the end 
of World War I. Astonish- 
ingly, there were even piles 
of human remains near one 

bombed out church. “An ex- 
perience I’ll never forget,” he recounted. 
“After taking a picture (35mm slide!) of 
the still to be rebuilt roof structure of a 
large building — the German Cathedral on 
Gendarmen Square — I looked down from 
the pile of rubble where I was standing. To 
my shock, lying on the rocks, bricks and 
debris, were human bones!” 

“And yes, I did take pictures of them.” 
The grisly photos are reproduced in his 
book. 

The East Germans whom Strack met 
during his visits, and who corresponded 
with him afterwards over the decades, 
were quite well aware of the disparity be- 
tween their lot behind the figurative Iron 
Curtain — and the all-too-real Berlin Wall 
— and their German counterparts in West 
Germany and West Berlin. 

In one letter from East Germany, “Ge- 
rard” (Strack changed the names of his 
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correspondents to protect their privacy) 
described his living conditions: 


We live here in a strange country and 
in an even stranger city. Especially 
here in the city, the division between 
East and West is just crazy. Railroad, 
streetcar lines and streets end sud- 
denly at the border, many houses are 
even divided. When I stand at the 
border and look at the people and 
buildings on the other side — it’s a 
very strange feeling. And they are 
Germans — even my relatives — 
and I’m not allowed to visit them. If 
I were to illegally go over the border 
I would be shot or would spend two 
years in prison. I’m not allowed at 
all to travel to a capitalistic country; 
therefore I can never visit you. In 
West Germany the people live better, 
and if the border were open, many 
people would leave this country and 
want to live there. In the GDR [Ger- 
man Democratic Republic], workers 
are needed, and if all of them left, 
who would then do the work? 


Indeed, so many East Germans “voted 
with their feet” and sought asylum in the 
West that the government of East Ger- 


many built a wall, the Berlin Wall, to 
keep people from leaving. According to 
CNN, from 1949 to 1961, more than 2.7 
million people escaped East Germany, 
fleeing to the West. Once the East Ger- 
man government cracked down on travel 
and built the wall, such escape became 
nearly impossible to accomplish. Border 
guards, in fact, were authorized to shoot 
to kill. 

This raises the question: If the social- 
ists of East Germany had built a utopian 
paradise, why were so many so eager to 
risk their lives to escape it? 


Mao’s China 
The reason why everyone frantically at- 
tempts to escape socialism once it’s shack- 
led upon them is because it does, in fact, 
bring equality to the people — by making 
them equally unfree, equally poor, equally 
miserable, and very often, equally dead. 

The formula for the ideal socialist “par- 
adise,” a formula that has since been tried 
in one form or another in every social- 
ist state, was proposed during the era of 
the French Revolution by Frangois-Noél 
“Gracchus” Babeuf. 

A socialist revolutionary, Babeuf was 
eventually arrested, tried, and executed 
for his attempts to foment revolution. 
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Cars: VW Beetles on display in West Berlin just a few years after World War II were emblematic 


of a free economy rapidly recovering and expanding. Meanwhile, in East Germany, cars remained 
scarce, travel was radically restricted, and war damage remained unrepaired for decades. 
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During his defense, he elaborated on his 
social program. 

“The products of industry and of ge- 
nius also become the property of all, the 
domain of the entire association, from the 
very moment that the workers and the in- 
ventors have created them,” he argued. 

Elaborating further, he continued: 


To be more specific, it is necessary to 
bind together everyone °s lot; to render 
the lot of each member of the asso- 
ciation independent of chance, and of 
happy or unfavorable circumstance; to 
assure to every man and to his poster- 
ity, no matter how numerous it may 
be, as much as they need, but no more 
than they need; and to shut off from 
everybody all the possible paths by 
which they might obtain some part of 
the products of nature and of work that 
is more than their individual due. 

The sole means of arriving at this 
is to establish a common administra- 
tion; to suppress private property; to 
place every man of talent in the line 
of work he knows best; to oblige him 
to deposit the fruit of his work in the 
common store, to establish a simple 
administration of needs, which, keep- 
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ing a record of all individuals and all 
the things that are available to them, 
will distribute these available goods 
with the most scrupulous equality, 
and will see to it that they make their 
way into the home of every citizen. 


Babeuf lost his head to the guillotine be- 
fore he could see his plan put into action. 
But has it ever been tried? And, how does 
it work in practice? 

In fact, it has been tried, and the results 
have been miserable, bloody failure and 
genocide. 

Mainland China fell to communist 
domination in the years following World 
War II. Under the dictatorial control of the 
Communist Party, led by “Chairman” Mao 
Tse-tung, the regime set about implement- 
ing Babeuf’s plan to the letter. 

Final implementation came in the form 
of the not-so-aptly named “Great Leap 
Forward.” Through enslavement of the 
people as described by Babeuf, Mao in- 
tended to force China’s economy to match 
and then exceed the production capacity of 
England within just a few years. 

By now, you can likely guess what 
happened. Frank Dik6tter, a Hong Kong- 
based historian who has had access to a 
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wide range of Chinese communist archives 
and has done groundbreaking work in re- 
moving the veil from decades of Chinese 
communist tyranny, put it succinctly in 
his 2010 book, Mao’ Great Famine. “Be- 
tween 1958 and 1962,” he wrote, “China 
descended into hell.” 

Summarizing his findings in the book, 
Dik6tter wrote: 


The peasant masses were mobilised 
to transform both agriculture and in- 
dustry at the same time, converting 
a backward economy into a modern 
communist society of plenty for all. 
In the pursuit of a utopian paradise, 
everything was collectivised, as vil- 
lagers were herded together in giant 
communes which heralded the advent 
of communism. People in the country- 
side were robbed of their work, their 
homes, their land, their belongings and 
their livelihood. Food, distributed by 
the spoonful in collective canteens ac- 
cording to merit, became a weapon to 
force people to follow the party’s every 
dictate. Irrigation campaigns forced up 
to half the villagers to work for weeks 
on end on giant water-conservancy 
projects, often far from home, without 
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Don’t dare disagree: A crowd parades through 
the streets in China holding placards featuring 

the visage of “Chairman Mao,” whose socialist 
“innovations” led directly to the deaths of tens 

of millions of innocents. 


adequate food and rest. The experi- 
ment ended in the greatest catastrophe 
the country had ever known, destroy- 
ing tens of millions of lives. 


Supposedly for the good of all, the central 
planners determined what work needed to 
be done, who should do it, and how much 
should be produced. That, in turn, deter- 
mined how long people should work, and 
where they should work. In addition to 
sending tens of thousands away from home 
to work on water control projects (such as 
dam building), others were forced to work 
the fields on massive collective agriculture 
projects, and most were required also to set 
up backyard iron smelting operations. 

Now, anywhere in the West, if dams 
are to be built or other massive construc- 
tion projects are undertaken, heavy equip- 
ment is used. Not so in Mao’s communist 
China, where laborers were forced to use 
hand tools (if they were lucky) or their bare 
hands. In the West, for iron production, iron 
ore is smelted — heated in a furnace until 
the iron separates from the impurities. Raw 
materials were scarce in communist China, 
so to maintain and reach production quotas, 
the “smelters” just melted down any metal- 
lic item that could be found, including axes, 
shovels, hammers, nails, pots and pans, and 
everything else. As a consequence, soon 
there were no tools to use for any job, in- 
cluding cooking. 

Finally, in agriculture, again without 
tools, pressure was deployed to use tech- 
niques that did not actually work, and pro- 
duction plummeted. Meanwhile, with fer- 
tilizers nearly impossible to find, houses 
were torn down and their materials used 
to build communal canteens and even to 
fertilize the ground instead. Error com- 
pounded mistake and engendered increas- 
ing brutality. 

While the socialist program in China 
was supposed to be for the benefit of all 
the people, if you believed the propagan- 
da, the reality was that state power was 
being used to oppress and destroy people. 
In fact, outright economic and physical 
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war against the people was 
openly demanded by com- 
munist officials. 
Discussing agricultural 
production and the impact 
on the majority of poor 
Chinese citizens, historian 
Dik6tter noted that the com- 
munists wildly overesti- 
mated actual production and 
then punished the people for 
failing to achieve in reality 
the fantasies of the planners. 
“The actual grain output 

for 1958 was just over 200 
million tonnes, but on the 
basis of all the claims made 
about bumper crops the 
leadership estimated that 
it was close to 410 million 
tonnes,” Dik6tter wrote. 
“Punitive extractions based 
on entirely fictitious figures 
could only create fear and 
anger in the villages. The 
stage was set for a war on 
the people in which requi- 
sitions would plunge the 
country into the worst fam- 
ine recorded in human his- 
tory. [High-ranking party 
official] Tan Zhenlin was 
blunt, addressing some of 
the leaders of South China 


Steel production: As part of the “Great Leap Forward,” 
demanded drastic increases in production quotas. To meet demand, peasants 
were forced to build “backyard” furnaces and anything made of metal was 
melted down, leaving the nation devoid of every type of tool and utensil. 
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metropolitan areas of the 
United States combined 
(New York City, Los Ange- 
les, and Chicago). Thus, in 
just four years, the Chinese 
Communists wiped out the 
equivalent population of 
our three largest cities. 

But even this horrible 
statistic doesn’t fully cap- 
ture the scale of Chinese 
communist bloodlust. The 
authors of The Black Book 
of Communism, the pre- 
eminent scholarly catalogue 
of communist mass murder 
and atrocity, estimate that 65 
million died or were killed 
as a result of communist 
policy and atrocity in China. 


Famine and Genocide 
in the Soviet Union 
Marxists, communists, so- 
cialists — whatever you 
choose to call them — these 
followers of Babeuf’s vision 
tried repeatedly to national- 
ize and collectivize the so- 
cieties that they enslaved, 
always with the same result. 
In the former Soviet 
Union, after the Bolshe- 
vik Revolution, Lenin first, 


in October 1958: ‘You need 

to fight against the peasants.... There is 
something ideologically wrong with you 
if you are afraid of coercion.’” 

Chairman Mao was even more blunt in 
response to the vast amount of death and 
suffering he was inflicting on the country. 
“When there is not enough to eat, people 
starve to death,” he said in a speech in 
1959. “It is better to let half of the people 
die so that the other half can eat their 
fill.” Of course, there would have been 
plenty to eat if it hadn’t been for Mao and 
his attempts to realize Babeuf’s twisted 
vision of Utopia. 

Instead, villagers starved to death. Some 
were forced to eat their own children. Re- 
lating what he had been told by survivors 
of the “Great Leap Forward,” Wei Jing- 
sheng wrote: “Mao Zedong and his hench- 
men, with their criminal political system, 
had driven parents mad with hunger and 
led them to hand their own children over to 
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others, and to receive the flesh of others to 
appease their own hunger.” 

There was even a black market for 
human meat. “Human flesh, like every- 
thing else, was traded on the black mar- 
ket,” wrote Dik6tter. “A farmer who bar- 
tered a pair of shoes for a kilo of meat at 
the Zhangye railway station found that 
the package contained a human nose and 
several ears.... To escape detection, human 
flesh was sometimes mixed with dog meat 
when sold on the black market.” 

Lest it be thought that these are just 
ugly and sensational anecdotes, Dik6tter 
quoted from official reports. 

It’s hard to conceive of the scale of 
Mao’s destruction. According to Dikét- 
ter, his research “shows that at least 45 
million people died unnecessarily be- 
tween 1958 and 1962.” To put this into 
perspective, there are approximately 42.5 
million people living in the three largest 


then Stalin sought to collec- 
tivize agriculture and nationalize indus- 
try on the Babeuf plan. Not surprisingly, 
this ran into opposition from those who 
didn’t want to see the hard-won fruits of 
their labor stolen from them by the new 
state authorities. Thus, as is often the case 
in hard-core socialist states, ideological 
“enemies” had to be hunted down and 
destroyed. 

The team of French historians who 
catalogued the many and varied egregious 
crimes of communism in their invaluable 
Black Book of Communism noted that Lenin 
and his henchmen in the USSR wasted no 
time in hunting down their “class enemies.” 

“Lenin and his comrades initially found 
themselves embroiled in a merciless ‘class 
war,’ in which political and ideological ad- 
versaries, as well as the more recalcitrant 
members of the general public, were brand- 
ed as enemies and marked for destruction,” 
they wrote. Lenin and his fellow commu- 
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nists “had decided to eliminate, by legal and 
physical means, any challenge or resistance, 
even if passive, to their absolute power.” 

One group that came in for especial- 
ly harsh treatment were the Cossacks, 
an ethnic group with a long tradition of 
independence and a fierce reputation as 
skilled warriors. Many Cossacks had 
been anti-Bolshevik. 

The communists, as a result, began an 
explicit policy of “de-Cossackization” in 
about 1920, which resulted in widespread 
genocide. The “Cossacks ... were extermi- 
nated, the men shot, the women, children 
and the elderly deported, and the villages 
razed or handed over to new, non-Cossack 
occupants,” wrote the authors of The Black 
Book of Communism. 

A few years later came the campaign 
of “dekulakization,” which applied the 
earlier strategy of de-Cossackization on a 
larger scale. The Kulaks were a class of in- 
dependent farmers in Russia and Ukraine 
who had gained a bit of wealth through 
their hard work. Naturally, this was intol- 
erable to the communists now ruling from 
Moscow, and so the order came down “‘to 
exterminate the kulaks as a class.” 

This deadly campaign was conducted 
simultaneously with state restriction on the 
food supply, resulting in one of history’s 
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Deadly propaganda: Soviet posters depict “Kulaks,” a class of independent farmers, as 


most deadly famines, one that would fore- 
shadow the famine of Mao’s Great Leap 
Forward, the mass deaths under Cambo- 
dia’s brutal Pol Pot, and the starvation of 
millions in socialist Ethiopia in the 1980s. 

In the first decades of the Soviet Union’s 
bloody history, millions lost their lives in the 
communist pursuit of Babeuf’s Utopia. But 
even in the 1970s, when Soviet bloodlust 
had begun to ebb, the socialist system was 
still incapable of providing anything but a 
miserable, poor life for the average citizen. 

In his book on life in Soviet Russia, 
Washington Post reporter Robert G. Kai- 
ser pointed out the challenges that the 
average resident of Moscow faced in the 
1970s in acquiring the basics of life that 
people in the free world, even those of the 
poorest conditions, took for granted. 

““Tf you wanted to have potatoes every 
day,’ a young man responsible for the fam- 
ily shopping explained, ‘you would have 
a hard time getting them,’” he told Kaiser. 
““Some parts of Moscow just don’t have 
potatoes on some days, you might have 
to go way across town. And you wouldn’t 
know which direction to set off in, because 
there’s no telling where potatoes might be. 
So you don’t have potatoes every day, you 
buy them when you can.’” 

Meanwhile, in the free nations of the 
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The communist state pursued a policy of “dekulakization” that was intended to “exterminate the 


kulaks as a Class.” 
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West, anyone could (and still can) enter 
any grocery store at any time, even in the 
middle of the night at 24-hour retailers, and 
buy potatoes for what amounts to pocket 
change. Moreover, tens of thousands of 
other items are simultaneously on sale, a 
vast cornucopia readily available. None 
of this was possible in the Soviet Union, a 
“super power” that couldn’t readily provide 
even basic staples on a continuing basis to 
its unfortunate citizens. 

This was the reality of socialism. It’s no 
better today in those socialist nations that 
remain. Such a statement seems counter- 
intuitive — after all, there does not seem 
to be mass murder and assorted other mass 
atrocities, as were so prevalent in the past, 
occurring in these nations at the moment. 

The lack of present-day tyrannical 
bloodlust in the remaining socialist na- 
tions of our world does not mean that so- 
cialism no longer poses a threat. Indeed, 
the threat of atrocity remains latent within. 

Socialism requires at its very core that 
the state, representing the collective, super- 
sede in all ways the rights and dignities of 
the individual. It is not possible within the 
scheme of socialism to speak of the natu- 
ral rights of individuals. As such, the state 
represents a concentration of power — of 
force — within the few hands of the social- 
ist ruling cadres. Nothing intrinsically re- 
strains the tyrannical exercise of this force 
in a fully socialist nation. No individual 
rights are recognized; therefore, there are 
no individual rights to infringe. In the name 
of enforcing “fairness,” anyone, for any ar- 
bitrary reason, may be suppressed. 

Whether it be called communism, Na- 
zism, socialism, or even progressivism, 
the kernel of absolute tyranny lies within 
the heart of the socialist doctrine. It can- 
not be expunged. It is intrinsic to the ide- 
ology, as the history of socialism amply 
demonstrates. 

Socialists promise to deliver a better 
world that provides equality of outcomes 
for everyone. But that is only an illusion, 
a bit of propaganda aimed at the gullible. 
Those who really want to see an improved 
world, with greater prosperity for all and 
respect for the individual, need to look 
elsewhere. They need to look to limited 
government, diffusion of power, and re- 
spect of individual natural rights. 

If you really want a better world, then 
fight not for socialism; fight for freedom. ll 
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Socialism’s dirty secret: It’s not a 
share-the-wealth scheme, and it’s not 
enacted for your benefit. It’s a control- 
your-wealth and control-you scam. 


by William F. Jasper 


n May 5, 2018, the highest official of the European 

Union, EU Commission President Jean-Claude Junc- 

ker, delivered a glowing tribute to Karl Marx in Trier, 
Germany. It was the 200th anniversary of the birth of Marx, the 
author of the Communist Manifesto and the “founding father of 
communism.” He was being honored by the officials of his home- 
town with the unveiling of a massive statue of his likeness — a 
gift from Communist China, where Marx still holds a place of 
honor next to former dictator Mao Tse-tung, the greatest mass- 
murderer in history. 

Not everyone in Trier, or in the EU, was happy about this ex- 
altation of Marx, especially the many citizens of EU nations who 
had lived for decades under the iron-fisted rule of communist 
regimes. In answer to the growing outrage over the celebration, 
Juncker attempted to justify his participation in the affair. “Marx 
isn’t responsible for all the atrocity his alleged heirs have to an- 
swer for,” Juncker insisted. “Karl Marx was a philosopher, who 
thought into the future, had creative aspirations.” 

Juncker was not alone in praising Marx. Not surprisingly, the 
Web pages and Twitter accounts of the Democratic Socialists of 
America — the home base of Representative Alexandria Ocasio- 
Cortez — erupted in Happy Birthday cheers for the revolutionary 
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Hugs and kisses for Marx: European Union Commission President 
Jean-Claude Juncker delivered a speech praising Karl Marx at 
Trier, Germany, where Communist China has provided a massive 
statue (shown) of the Communist Manifesto author. 


theorist. The New York Times published an op-ed with the head- 
line “Happy Birthday, Karl Marx. You Were Right!” by Professor 
Jason Barker, author of Marx Returns. 

Bernie Sanders, Elizabeth Warren, and a host of leftist politi- 
cos, together with an army of Marxist professors and socialist 
advocates in the “mainstream” media, have been singing hosan- 
nas to Saint Marx from the same sheet music. 

What are they and millions of others cheering about? They 
claim Marx popularized an economic and political structure that 
could ensure fairness and goodness in the world: socialism 

We offer as Exhibit A the online magazine Teen Vogue, a sister 
publication of fashion and celebrity-oriented Vogue magazine. 
In an article entitled “What ‘Capitalism’ Is and How It Affects 
People,” Zeen Vogue tells its youth audience: “Capitalism takes 
the position that ‘greed is good,’ which its supporters say is a pos- 
itive thing.” The magazine’s adolescent readers are also told that 
“at its root, socialism is an economic system in which a whole 
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community — not just bosses or private 
companies — control the means of pro- 
duction equally. It assumes that people are 
naturally cooperative, instead of competi- 
tive. The goal of socialism is an egalitar- 
ian society run by democratically elected 
representatives for the benefit of all.” 

“In a capitalist country,” says the 7Zeen 
Vogue article, “the focus is on profits over 
anything else; in a socialist country, the 
public is seen to be more important, and 
social welfare is a major priority.” Wow, 
sign me up for socialism! 


Socialism’s Slippery Slope 

First problem with that line: Socialist 
countries commonly are home to geno- 
cide, torture, slave labor camps, religious 
persecution, mass murder by famine, po- 
lice-state repression, and Orwellian sur- 
veillance — and a long list of additional 
unspeakable crimes. Socialism has left a 
trail of blood, misery, death, and destruc- 
tion unparalleled in human history. Over 
100 million human lives were annihilated, 
and a couple billion more suffered having 
their lives, careers, families, and commu- 
nities wrecked by socialism. (See the his- 
tory article on page 39.) 
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As we speak, Venezuela, a nation with 
the world’s largest oil reserves and that 
was one of the most prosperous nations in 
South America, is roiling under the effects 
of socialism: Shelves are bare of food and 
other necessities, prisoners have resorted 
to cannibalizing other prisoners, hospitals 
have no supplies and are filthy, crime is 
everywhere, starvation is rampant, and 
people are fleeing the country. 

But millions of defenders of socialism 
have been conditioned to simply dismiss 
any of these issues with a flippant, “Oh, 
that is a different socialism.” They simply 
“know” that the “Democratic Socialism” 
Bernie Sanders and friends promote is 
about caring — about the poor, about jus- 
tice, about equality — and that it is sim- 
ply intended to uproot capitalism’s flaws. 
After all, that is what they have been 
promised. 

However, if political promises always 
rang true, Hitler might have died as a na- 
tional hero and an international role model 
after fulfilling his promises to lower 
crime, unify Germans, create full employ- 
ment, increase the wealth of Germans in 
general, instill national pride, and level 
society so that the rapacious and well- 


Socialist Bolshevik chorus: A regular feature 
of the annual Chicago Socialism Conference 
(cosponsored by the DSA) is a rousing group 
sing-along of “The Internationale,” the anthem 
of the Soviet Union and hardcore communists 
throughout the world. 


connected wealthy simply could no lon- 
ger bleed other Germans dry — all in the 
process of creating a nationalist socialist 
(Nazi) wonderland that would last a thou- 
sand years. (I assume everyone knows 
how that turned out.) Similar promises 
were made by the mass murderers in Rus- 
sia (Vladimir Lenin and Joseph Stalin), in 
China (Mao Tse-tung), in Cambodia (Pol 
Pot), in Cuba (Fidel Castro), in Zimbabwe 
(Robert Mugabe), etc. 

But socialism in the United States sim- 
ply couldn’t go totalitarian, right? 

Well, let’s consider a few facts: 

¢ Programs that socialists in this coun- 
try want include complete government 
control over healthcare (including the 
types of treatments available to you and, 
more importantly, not available to you), 
control over the energy sector (including 
even mandating the types of vehicles you 
may buy and a rebuilding of the entire en- 
ergy grid), control over schools (includ- 
ing commanding what types of food are 
served and the content of lessons), con- 
trol over one’s retirement (including how 
much wealth you should be able to save 
for retirement), an elimination of most 
guns that would be useful for self-defense, 
hate-crime laws that put an end to virtually 
all public expressions of Christianity, etc. 
In other words, the socialists expect to be 
given the power to tell you how to live, 
what to believe, what you may or may not 
say, and whether you may or may not be 
medically treated and kept alive. (Maybe 
just a few areas for concern, yes?) 

¢ The Democratic Socialists, who now 
have substantial buy-in from the Demo- 
crat Party, want to open U.S. borders to all 
comers (kindness to the world’s refugees), 
and a 2018 Gallup World Poll found that 
158 million people from around the world 
want to come to America — and likely 
bring their families. Such a surge would 
create in our new socialist wonderland — 
where the major aspects of life are con- 
trolled by the government — shortages, 
protests, and violence, and a government 
crackdown in all areas. 
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¢ The annual Socialism Conference in 
Chicago, which is cosponsored by the 
Democratic Socialists of America (DSA), 
features leading socialists and “progres- 
sives” — such as Frances Fox Piven, 
Cornel West, Amy Goodman, and Naomi 
Klein. It also has some very disturbing tra- 
ditions, including the singing of “The In- 
ternationale” by the assembled multitude. 
“The Internationale,” for those who may 
have forgotten the Cold War (or are too 
young to have known about it), is the an- 
them of communists worldwide. It was the 
official anthem (in Russian) of the Soviet 
Union. Yet you can watch on YouTube, 
year after year, attendees at the annual 
Socialism conference, en masse, enthu- 
siastically belting out the communist lyr- 
ics, with communist clenched-fist salutes 
pumping. They are full-blown Bolsheviks 
coming out of the closet. This should tell 
you something. These are the communist/ 
socialist cadres who are actually leading 
the Bernie-AOC-Warren-Omar-Tlaib- 
Pressley “progressives.” 

¢ Our friendly neighborhood social- 
ists are also for “world socialism,” which 
comes with heavy doses of the UN, which 
is itself plagued by scandals. The Demo- 
cratic Socialists of America organization 
(the Bernie-AOC folks) has long been a 
member of the Socialist International, 
the oldest, largest global organization of 
socialist and communist parties. The So- 
cialist International, which holds many of 
its governing meetings at the UN head- 


quarters in New York, is on board with 
empowering the UN with vast global au- 
thority. The DSA supports most UN ven- 
tures, including the UN Paris Agreement 
on Climate Change, which would impose 
radical, communist-style central planning 
on the entire planet. 

Needless to say, the a la carte “mod- 
erate socialists” who think they can craft 
their own milder, friendlier socialism are 
in for a rude awakening. The slippery 
slope of “democratic socialism,” eventu- 
ally and inevitably, slides into totalitarian 
socialism. 


Communist-Capitalist Collusion 

In fact, not only would socialism inevi- 
tably lead to repression and even to vio- 
lence, but there is another troubling fact 
indicating that a future socialist reality 
in this country would not resemble the 
promises of socialists at present. That fact 
is this: Many of the world’s richest people 
— people whom most socialists would 
certainly consider vulture capitalists and 
wealth-gorging criminals who smother the 
world’s poor — are some of the greatest 
supporters of not only American nation- 
al socialism, but global socialism. The 
many left-wing groups in this country — 
Change.org, Planned Parenthood, Black 
Lives Matter, MoveOn.org, ACLU, etc. 
— would barely exist except for the bil- 
lions of dollars they have received from 
foundations with names like Rockefeller, 
Ford, Carnegie, and Gates, and individual 
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billionaires with names like Rockefeller, 
Soros, Steyer, Bloomberg, and Sandler. 

Following his visit to Communist China 
in 1973, David Rockefeller, then the most 
famous banker in the world, wrote, “One 
is impressed immediately by the sense 
of national harmony,” and “there is very 
real and pervasive dedication to Chairman 
Mao and Maoist principles.” He went on 
to make the astounding claim that “the so- 
cial experiment in China under Chairman 
Mao’s leadership is one of the most im- 
portant and successful in human history.” 
Keep in mind, he made this visit and this 
statement during the height of China’s vio- 
lent Cultural Revolution, when Mao’s Red 
Guards were murdering, torturing, and ter- 
rorizing the people of China. 

Rockefeller, known as “Mr. Globalist,” 
was chairman of the Council on Foreign 
Relations and the Trilateral Commission 
and a top leader of the uber-elite Bilder- 
berg Group. He and his fellow globalists 
have consistently promoted the central- 
ization and concentration of political and 
economic power at home and abroad, and 
have assisted many Marxist dictatorships 
in oppressing their peoples. The billion- 
aire globalists of Wall Street behemoths 
such as Goldman Sachs, Morgan Stanley, 


Socialist billionaires: (From the left) 

David Rockefeller, George Soros, Michael 
Bloomberg, and Tom Steyer are but a few of 
the many Uber-rich “capitalists” who assist 
communist dictatorships abroad and fund 
socialist schemes and “progressive” causes 
and politicians in this country. 
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and Citibank, and Big Tech giants such as 
Apple, Microsoft, and Google love Com- 
munist China and other socialist regimes 
around the world. For one thing, they love 
having market share given to them by gov- 
ernment, rather than having to compete in 
a free market against other established 
corporations and upstart entrepreneurs. 
They believe their wealth and position will 
guarantee them a permanent, privileged 
rank among the ruling elite. 

The globalists and the communists/ 
socialists are all pursuing the same thing: 
power, wealth, and control. And they work 
together to centralize power and remove 
all checks and balances that hinder the ex- 
ercise of that power. However, they know 
that an open appeal for power (“Give me 
power over every aspect of your life’’) is 
a total non-starter — even “progressives” 
would balk at it. No, the socialist appeal for 
power must always be camouflaged under 
proposals for “helping,” “saving,” and “re- 
forming.” As in “helping” the children, 
the elderly, the homeless, and the poor, or 
“saving” the environment, or “reforming” 
education, the criminal justice system, etc. 


Power Grab 

Do socialist political leaders even truly 
believe their own propaganda, or are they 
merely using humanitarian rhetoric to seize 
power? Was Hitler sincerely trying to help 
the German people when he imposed na- 
tional socialism on the nation? How about 
mass-murderer Vladimir Lenin, when he 
seized power in Russia, or mass-murderer 
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Mao Tse-tung, when he set up his “People’s 
Republic” in China in 1949? Or Fidel Cas- 
tro when he took over Cuba in 1959? It 
wasn’t until years later that Castro came 
out and admitted that he had been a com- 
munist all along, but had concealed his true 
allegiance, marketing his dictatorship as a 
“humanist” and “socialist” revolution. 

This leads to the second major problem 
with the empowering-and-enriching-the 
poor meme: Socialism is not a share-the- 
wealth program; it’s a control-the-wealth 
program. In order to “redistribute” the 
wealth, as socialists promise, they must 
first confiscate the wealth — even from 
those who are not well-off. 

Writing in 1888, in the 40th anniver- 
sary edition of the Communist Manifesto, 
Marx’s coauthor Frederick Engels noted 
that originally the tract was going to be 
called the Socialist Manifesto. But Com- 
munist Manifesto was finally chosen for the 
title because, at the time, the thinking was 
that the manifesto would be more effective 
putting the name communism upfront. 

The Communist Manifesto mentions 
socialism over 100 times. It also de- 
clares: “The theory of Communism may 
be summed up in the single sentence: 
Abolition of private property.” It follows, 
inescapably, that all property would then 
be controlled by the government — the 
state — and the ruling elites who run the 
government. Abolishing private property 
abolishes the means by which the individ- 
ual and the individual family may inde- 
pendently provide for themselves. It guar- 
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Convergence with tyranny: Microsoft 
billionaire Bill Gates shakes hands with 
communist dictator Xi Jinping at China’s Boao 
Forum; the Chinese banner exalts communist 
icons Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin, and Mao. 


antees that they will be dependent on the 
state for sustenance. It puts them firmly 
under the iron control of the state. 

Socialism means empowering the state, 
in the name of “the people,” of course. It 
means giving vast new powers to govern- 
ment — politicians and bureaucrats — to 
take from some to give to others. A huge 
part of the baked-in enticement is the be- 
lief that the government takers will only 
be taking other people’s money and other 
people’s property, not mine. That’s always 
how it starts. However, the universal ex- 
perience — from Russia, China, and Zim- 
babwe to Cuba, Venezuela, and dozens of 
other countries — is that it ends with the 
state taking everything from everybody, 
and transferring it to the new ruling elites 
of the Communist Party. 

The elites always have special privileges 
and powers: top jobs and education slots, 
special stores, lavish lifestyles, exclusive 
housing and medical care, travel, and much 
more. Should we realistically expect any- 
thing else? As Lord Acton famously noted, 
“Power tends to corrupt and absolute power 
corrupts absolutely.” The immense con- 
centration of power under socialism leads, 
inevitably, to immense corruption. This 
centralization and concentration of power 
— experience proves again and again — is 
used not to benefit the people, but to op- 
press them, rob them, enslave them, even 
exterminate them. We have seen over and 
over again that a government big enough to 
give the people everything they want is big 
enough to take from them everything they 
have — and not just their money, but also 
their liberty and their lives. Hi 
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Good to Be Guided by Politicos? 


any Democrats 
and so-called pro- 
gressives now of- 


ficially consider themselves 
to be “Democratic Socialists.” 
There are lots of definitions of 
Democratic Socialist, but they 
all, as Frances Fox Piven, a 
political scientist at the City 
University of New York and 
a former Democratic Social- 
ists of America board mem- 
ber, told the news site Vox, 
“have in common ... either 
the elimination of the market 
or its strict containment” — 
containment achieved through 
empowering government. 

In other words, Democratic 
Socialists are people who intend to vote into office legislators at 
both the state and federal level who will eliminate many private 
property rights and individual freedoms for the supposed greater 
good. The idea is that the government would redistribute both 
wealth and power so that all people would be physically taken 
care of — having plenty of spending money, a place to stay, 
free college, plenty to eat, adequate medical care, accessible 
child care, and more — and government would make sure that 
corporate business interests play second fiddle not only to work- 
ers and consumer interests, but to the environment as a whole. 

So, briefly, these socialists want to elect legislators to do what 
the socialists consider good works, counting on the politicians to 
ignore laws that tell them what they can and cannot do. 

But is this a recipe for success? 

Let’s use as a test case a recently elected Democratic Social- 
ist, Representative Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez, and one of her 
popular public plans, the Green New Deal. 

Responding to what she sees as the will of the people, Ocasio- 
Cortez plans to take environmental management into her own 
hands (by reducing CO, emissions) and shepherd into being a 
bill that would require that all energy in the country be supplied 
by “green” energy sources — mainly solar and wind. Note that 
the U.S. Constitution doesn’t allow the federal government to 
mandate any such thing. 

If, however, enough legislators vote her way, ironically, Oca- 
sio-Cortez would destroy the natural environment and impover- 
ish the country and most of the people in it. 

Don’t believe me? Let’s look. 

Assuming the government uses wind power to electrify the 
country — since snow cover, rain, clouds, and short winter days 
mean solar cells aren’t very useful across most of the country 
— the country would need approximately 2,762,000 2-MW 
wind turbines (the big ones) to replace conventional electrical 
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generation and to power our 
new electric vehicles. With 
each of these turbines needing 
about 92 acres of land so that 
the wind flows properly and 
doesn’t damage the turbines 
(that’s 92 acres generally de- 
void of trees, houses, or other 
structures), the land area re- 
quired would be enormous! 

Engineer Ed Hiserodt did 
the computations in his article 
“An Open Letter to Alexan- 
dria Ocasio-Cortez” (March 4 
issue): The turbines necessary 
to power the country would 
cover New York state, Penn- 
sylvania, Ohio, New Hamp- 
shire, Massachusetts, New 
Jersey, Delaware, Rhode Island, Maryland, the District of Co- 
lumbia, Florida, North Carolina, and West Virginia. (That’s how 
much space they would take up, minus buildings, most trees, and 
other obstructions — hardly most people’s idea of environmen- 
tally friendly. Let’s hope birds can figure out how to nest in wind 
turbines — and not get hacked to death by the spinning blades.) 

And we’re not done yet. Because electricity is created at the 
moment it is needed, and must be made available in the amount 
that’s needed to avoid damaging transmission systems and caus- 
ing blackouts, we would need to back up our wind and solar 
energy for when the wind doesn’t blow and the sun doesn’t shine 
(nighttime), which commonly happens in the summer. 

Since there is no readily available cost-effective way to store 
power for power shortages (say if the wind dies for one day), we 
would need to back up the system with lead batteries. As noted 
in Hiserodt’s article, such backup “would take something on the 
order of 3.36 trillion car batteries, which, similar to car batteries, 
would likely have to be replaced every three to five years. At a 
cut-rate price of $5 each, the battery backup necessary would 
still cost the country $16.8 trillion each time the batteries are re- 
placed,” hence bankrupting the country and most everyone in it. 

Of course, battery backup for two days would cost twice as 
much. All this despite the fact that planet Earth isn’t now even 
up to its 3,000-year average temperature, and China and India 
are set to add as much CO) creation in their countries as we get 
rid of in ours (so it would do no good anyway). 

This is a case in point demonstrating why having the entire 
country ruled by the whims of an elected political elite is always 
a bad idea — and why decentralized power is ideal. With decen- 
tralized power there is often someone there to second-guess un- 
wise ideas and put the brakes on — necessary, because popular 
political agendas are commonly unwise agendas. 

With centralized power, it is usually full steam ahead. 
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